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Message from the Dean
Dear Alumni and Friends,
The Law School is a place of boundless curiosity, where our faculty seek to deepen our understanding of the law and the
world. At times, a single scholar working independently advances brilliant insights, and at other times, a group of faculty
devotes its collective energy to understanding an area of law. The latter is particularly well suited to our environment of
questioning, debate, and discussion. The concentrated energy of multiple minds can produce a renaissance of thinking about
a particular area of law. When this happens, it is a moment of great excitement, and the Law School becomes the place to
learn and study the topic. The Law School is having such a moment now in international law and
legal questions in international contexts. This issue of The Record highlights the astonishing range
of work our faculty are undertaking in international contexts and the global impact they are having.
Our clinics are similarly trailblazers within their fields, and the Abrams Environmental Law Clinic is
expanding its focus on equity through its long-term work with underserved communities. This focus
on environmental justice has meant tackling a variety of complex issues, and it marks the Abrams
Clinic as a leader within the field.
Multiple faculty colleagues have found new ways to share their ideas with the world. Professor
Randy Picker created a vibrant intellectual community with alums spanning multiple generations
to examine recent issues in antitrust. Also, several colleagues have launched successful podcasts.
Professor William Baude, a leading scholar of constitutional law and interpretation, launched Dissenting Opinions, a series
that explores constitutional issues in new ways. Clinical Professor Claudia Flores and Professor Tom Ginsburg, leading
experts in human rights law, teamed up to create Entitled to examine the complexity of legal rights. Both podcasts offer
insight into how our scholars think about important issues, respectfully navigate disagreement, and explore new ideas.
What accounts for the insatiable appetite for the ideas of our faculty across the globe, in so many fields, and through different
venues? Professor Anup Malani, whose recent work contributed valuable knowledge to the global fight against COVID-19, once
told students: the University of Chicago “is the one school that places no bounds on your curiosity. Our seriousness is … why
people seek our advice so often. It is what makes us indispensable.” Indeed, it is these values that set us apart.
These examples, which you can read about in the pages to come, are important reminders of the ways in which our faculty
apply our core values to confront important problems through hands-on work, field-defining scholarship, and by sharing their
knowledge with the public. As we move toward the end of a successful academic year, I am particularly grateful for these
and the many other contributions of our faculty—and for the culture that encouraged and inspired such transformative work.
Warmly,

Thomas J. Miles
Dean and Clifton R. Musser Professor of Law and Economics
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P

rofessor Tom Ginsburg counsels foreign governments
and international organizations on constitutional design,
is a leading expert on democracy around the world,
and cofounded an acclaimed project that produces the most
comprehensive data on the world’s constitutions, providing
critical information for scholars and constitutional drafters.
Professor Anup Malani, a health and development
economist, advised governments in India and Indonesia
on COVID policy during the pandemic and conducted
influential research on the prevalence of COVID
antibodies, vaccine distribution policies, and the economic
impact of the pandemic—work that contributed valuable
knowledge to the global fight against COVID-19.
And Professor Adam Chilton helped create the world’s
most comprehensive collection of competition laws and
enforcement practices and co-led a groundbreaking project
that used survey experiments, statistical analyses, and case
studies from around the world to study whether including
rights in constitutions improves protection of human rights.
Law School scholars are bringing their signature blend of
boundary-pushing intellect to bear on some of the world’s
most challenging international issues and redefining how
scholars in these fields approach tough questions with
real-world effects. They have used empirical work in
important new ways, pushed back against commonly held
beliefs, and are at the forefront of conversations about
how data can be used to test theories and directly address
global concerns. These and many other contributions
reflect a long tradition of pioneering work that has
fostered important debate in the area. In 2005, Professor
Eric Posner coauthored an influential (and, at the time,
controversial) book arguing that international law is less
powerful than many believe—a contribution that set the
stage for contemporary discussions about the role of social
science in international law scholarship.
“Our scholars’ work is having a tremendous and
important impact on our world, from Professor Anup
Malani’s innovative work in India before and during the
pandemic, to Professor Tom Ginsburg’s contributions
to constitutional reform around the world, to the many
examples of pathbreaking empirical scholarship that are
pushing the field of international law in new directions,”
said Dean Thomas J. Miles, the Clifton R. Musser
Professor of Law and Economics. “Our eminence on the
world stage, and within the fields of international and
foreign relations law, reflects our commitment to rigorous
inquiry and interdisciplinary collaboration as well as our
willingness to critically examine and develop new ideas.”

HOW THE LAW SCHOOL IS ADDRESSING
INTERNATIONAL CHALLENGES AND SHAPING
THE FIELD OF INTERNATIONAL LAW
By Becky Beaupre Gillespie
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The Law School’s global contributions are accompanied
by expanded international law programming for students
[see sidebar], an engaged international alumni base that
includes 1,442 JD, LLM, and JSD alumni living abroad in
76 different countries, and a wide variety of opportunities
for international scholars to visit the Law School. For
instance, the Law School has for 10 years hosted Israeli
scholars through the Greenbaum Visiting Professorship,
including Ariel Porat, now the president of Tel Aviv
University. For many years, the Coase-Sandor Institute
for Law and Economics hosted international scholars for
its annual Summer
Institute in Law
and Economics,
drawing from
more than two
dozen different
countries. And
the Law School’s
LLM and JSD
programs attract
students from
around the world,
incorporating
the valuable
perspectives of
Professor Claudia Flores
those who have
lived and worked in different legal systems.
The rising global impact comes at a pivotal time.
The increasingly complex field of international law is
grappling with urgent questions related to globalism, rising
nationalism, and the need for international cooperation on
a host of looming worldwide challenges—public health,
human rights, climate change, migration, trade, and more.
And the critical mass of Law School scholars, who bring a
range of disciplinary expertise, experiences, and perspectives,
has created a powerful momentum fueled by a variety of
professors in addition to Ginsburg, Malani, and Chilton.
In the past several years, the Law School’s Global
Human Rights Clinic, led by Clinical Professor Claudia
Flores, produced influential reports on global police lethaluse-of-force policies that were cited, among other places,
in a report by the UN Office of the High Commissioner
for Human Rights. Flores, a human rights lawyer
whose work has spanned the globe, has led students in
submitting a report to the UN Human Rights Council
documenting Vietnam’s violation of its citizens’ right to
freedom of expression, researching gestational surrogacy
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practices in Cambodia, and designing and delivering
multiple trainings on strategic litigation and comparative
foreign law to lawyers in Tanzania who were challenging
inhumane prison conditions. Flores advises governments
on state obligations under the Convention on All Forms
of Discrimination Against Women (CEDAW) in
constitutional and legislative drafting processes, and before
joining the Law School, fought for women’s equality in
East Timor, helped incorporate human rights principles
into the national constitution in Zimbabwe, and
advocated for victims of human trafficking in Indonesia.

Professor Curt Bradley

In 2021, Professor Curt Bradley, the Allen M. Singer
Professor of Law and a pioneer in the field of foreign
relations law, joined the Law School, bringing with
him a reputation for interdisciplinary collaboration, an
important annual conference of leading foreign relations
law scholars, and innovative scholarship. Among other
research, he coauthored an unprecedented empirical
study of binding international agreements made by
US presidents—a project that offered rare insight into
executive-branch systems that are now the subject of a
Congressional proposal to improve transparency.
In addition, Daniel Abebe, a University of Chicago vice
provost and the Harold J. and Marion F. Green Professor
of Law, often focuses on the relationship between the
constitutional law of US foreign affairs and public
international law. In 2019, he and Ginsburg coauthored
“The Dejudicialization of International Politics?,” a paper
that pushed back on the idea that courts are playing
more of a role in international law and instead examined
the conditions under which courts lose their power to
adjudicate international law disputes.
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intended to be wholly skeptical of international law—or
to say that international law wasn’t law, as some critics
suggested—the book did question claims about the success
of international law, including the overall capacity of
international law to address major problems like climate
change or global financial crises and the willingness of
states to bind themselves to international law.
Now, more than a decade and a half later, Posner said he
remains skeptical of normative claims about the power and
effectiveness of international law.
“Those are empirical questions,” Posner said at a
2021 conference that included a panel reflecting on the
book and its reception. “Theory can help you organize
your thoughts about those questions and come up with
hypotheses that can be tested.”
He said he sees the turn toward empirical work as a
positive development. Posner does not credit the shift
to The Limits of International Law—especially given the
trend toward empirical work across legal scholarship. But
Ginsburg said the discussion that arose after its release did
mark a turning point.
“At the time, traditional international legal scholarship was
very doctrinal,” said Ginsburg, who in 2012 documented
the shift with his coauthored paper, “The Empirical Turn
in International Law Scholarship.” “It assumed that norms
were going to be efficacious. It hoped, optimistically, that

Aziz Huq, the Frank and Bernice J. Greenberg
Professor of Law, has written extensively on
comparative constitutional law and in 2018 coauthored
a well-reviewed book with Ginsburg, How to Save a
Constitutional Democracy, that explored the structure,
decline, and preservation of democracy throughout the
world. It won the International Society of Public Law’s
2019 book prize.
Both Posner, the Kirkland & Ellis Distinguished Service
Professor of Law, and Martha C. Nussbaum, the Ernst
Freund Distinguished Service Professor of Law and
Ethics, have examined international human rights in
different ways. Among other contributions, Nussbaum’s
Capabilities Approach shaped the global conversation
about human rights and development and has been
honored with numerous awards. Posner has examined the
effectiveness of human rights laws, arguing that although
countries publicly pledge their commitment to human
rights, laws are often vague and purposely unenforceable
and compliance metrics are easily manipulated. This was
a claim he explored in his 2014 book, The Twilight of
Human Rights Law.
Ten years earlier, he and Jack Goldsmith of Harvard
Law wrote The Limits of International Law, a contribution
that Ginsburg called a “defining moment” for the field,
though, at the time, it ruffled feathers. Although it wasn’t

Professors Tom Ginsburg and Aziz Huq
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international law would [work], that we’d have world peace
and justice, if states just followed it. And I think a lot of us
at Chicago specifically have been skeptical of that.”
Empirical Contributions to International Law
That skepticism has run like a thread through much of
the work embraced by Law School scholars who advocate
the use of experiments, surveys, and data analysis to test
theories about what does, and does not, work within
international law—an approach aimed at creating research
that can help address major world challenges.

“But overall, the trajectory is very, very positive,” he said
at a 2021 virtual conference hosted by the Law School’s
student-led Chicago Journal of International Law. “The
quality of the data is much better, the amount of the data
is much better, the collection and maintenance of data
is of higher quality, [access is greater and faster] … and
we’ve developed better and more sophisticated methods to
understand the data.”
Some of that is due to the work of Law School scholars,
who are collecting and analyzing data that can help answer

Professor Daniel Abebe

Professor Anup Malani

“This is the single biggest concentration of people doing
work using the social science approach to international
law in the United States,” said Ginsburg, the Leo Spitz
Professor of International Law.
“Rather than making normative arguments trying to
advance a specific claim, we’re asking the big questions
about what [international law] is and when it works …
and we’re using rigorous methods to answer them,” he
said. “It is our belief that doctrinal work has to take into
account empirical possibilities if you want to advance
justice in the world.”
Ginsburg, Chilton, and Abebe—who each have a PhD in
political science in addition to a JD—coauthored a 2021
essay, “The Social Science Approach to International Law,”
that explored the two-decade move toward empirical work,
exploring its history, applications, and limitations. They
don’t advocate abandoning other approaches, but rather
continuing to incorporate a wide variety of social scientific
tools to test the theories that are being explored.
The limitations, Abebe said, include poor quality data
and the impact of researcher decisions on empirical
findings, including how to collect, clean, and organize the
data; which research questions to ask; how to measure the
data; and what conclusions to draw.

important questions about human rights, competition,
labor agreements, and much more.
For instance, in 2005, Ginsburg and two collaborators
launched the Comparative Constitutions Project to
provide comprehensive data on the world’s constitutions—
information that could help researchers study the origins
and consequences of constitutional choices and provide
crucial insight to those working to revise constitutions.
Through the project, initially funded by the National
Science Foundation, researchers have collected and
analyzed thousands of constitutional texts and made
the data publicly available. Nearly a decade ago, they
partnered with Google to launch Constitute, an awardwinning website that contains an indexed set of texts for
every national constitution in the world.
Ginsburg has drawn on these data in some of his own
work, including the 2009 book The Endurance of National
Constitutions (coauthored with his CCP codirectors
Zachary Elkins and James Melton), which was the first
comprehensive study of why some constitutions endure
and others do not. The volume won a best book award
from the American Political Science Association in 2010.
He’s written dozens of articles using the data, and it also
informed his 2018 book with Huq.
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In late 2019, Chilton and Columbia Law’s Anu Bradford
released the world’s most comprehensive collection of
competition laws and enforcement practices, providing
researchers, lawyers, journalists, and policymakers with
new tools to assess the economic impact of these laws
across borders. The ambitious, five-year project drew on
new data on the evolution of competition laws and offered
several publicly accessible sets of data.
Chilton also has used empirical analysis to study
how bilateral labor agreements can be used to promote
international labor migration.
Approaching these questions with empiricism,
skepticism, and normative restraint is critical to having an
impact in the real world, Ginsburg said.
“You have to actually look at what’s happening in the
world and not be too ideological about it—and that
approach is something that I associate with the University
of Chicago,” Ginsburg said.

His work has had a global impact in other ways,
too: his expertise has made him a valuable resource to
numerous international development agencies and foreign
governments engaging in legal and constitutional reform.
Ginsburg has engaged in projects around the world,
including in Afghanistan, Cambodia, Chile, Fiji, Sudan,
Tajikistan, Thailand, Tunisia, and Tuvalu, among others.
Chilton, too, has used empirical analysis in a number
of international law projects that address important
global questions. Among them: a project that uses
a variety of research methods—including survey
experiments, statistical analyses, and case studies from
around the world—to study whether including rights
in constitutions improves protection of human rights.
That project included a book coauthored with the
University of Virginia School of Law’s Mila Versteeg, How
Constitutional Rights Matter, that won the International
Society of Public Law’s 2021 book prize.

International Law Programming at the Law School
In addition to the Chicago Journal of International Law, the Global Human Rights Clinic, the Immigrants’ Rights Clinic, a
variety of student organizations, and a robust selection of courses related to international and comparative law, the Law
School offers a collection of international law programming. Overseen by International Programs Director Aican Nguyen, the
programs often draw on the expertise and support of faculty—including Professor Tom Ginsburg, who serves as the faculty
advisor—and alumni. They include:
•T
 he International Immersion Program, in which law students travel abroad to meet with policymakers, judges, lawyers,
government officials, and other professionals and then write and present a research paper related to the experience. Past trips
have included visits to Europe, South America, Africa, Asia, and the Middle East and covered such topics as law and economic
development, comparative constitutional law, international human rights law, international trade, and investment law.
• An International Human Rights Summer Program, which provides funding for fellowships that offer real-world experience
to JD students. One recent fellowship recipient, Chris Musick, ’23, had an opportunity in October 2021 to report on human
rights in Cambodia to the UN Human Rights Council on behalf of Human Rights Now, the NGO in Japan where he had
interned that summer.
•F
 unding for judicial fellowships on the International Court of Justice earned by two recent alumni: Ana Luquerna, ’21, who is
serving now, and Marcos Garcia Dominguez, LLM ’13, JSD ’19, who served in 2017-2018.
•T
 he Salzburg Cutler Fellows Program, which convenes students from the top 14 law schools with judges and practitioners to
explore the field of international law through a series of high-level workshops. Each year, the Law School sends about four
students, who, among other activities, receive feedback on their own original research and writing on topics concerning the
development of both public and private international law. Most years, the students travel to Washington, DC, though the
gathering was held virtually during the pandemic.
•T
 he International Law Speaker Series, through which the Law School brings in 10 to 15 prominent scholars and practitioners
each academic year. Visitors have included Judge Lech Garlicki of European Court of Human Rights; Judge Ben Kioko of
the African Court on Human and Peoples’ Rights; Joan Donoghue of the International Court of Justice; and judges from the
supreme courts and lower courts of numerous countries.
• The Philip C. Jessup International Law Moot Court Competition, the world’s largest moot court competition. Many years several
Law School students participate in the competition, which simulates arguments before the International Court of Justice.
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“I think we have followed the Chicago tradition in going
our own way,” he added, “and in ways that, hopefully, will
change the entire field.”
Innovation and Collaboration
The Law School’s culture—particularly core values
of interdisciplinary inquiry, critical thinking, and
collaboration—is a driving force behind its approach to
global challenges.
Malani, the Lee and Brena Freeman Professor of Law, has
long engaged in innovative, interdisciplinary work abroad,
drawing on his deep expertise in law and economics, health
economics, and development economics. He has extensively
researched India’s slums, economics, and healthcare
system, including leading an evaluation of India’s first
national health insurance program. He also cofounded the
International Innovation Corps, which sends graduates
from the University of Chicago and foreign universities to
developing countries like India to work on health, energy,
technology, and education projects.
When the pandemic hit, he drew upon the research,
resources, and network he had spent years developing
and helped launch several major projects. He first helped
organize a coalition of private companies in India to
support the government’s pandemic response. That

coalition was critical in ensuring the foreign procurement
of COVID tests early in the pandemic and helping keep
supply chains functioning during India’s sharp lockdown.
Malani also organized and led a team that developed
statistical modeling strategies that were used to chart
COVID’s spread and the impact of different containment
measures, ultimately helping guide COVID policy in
multiple states across India.
He helped develop vaccine distribution strategies in India
and Indonesia. He led antibody surveys to determine how
widespread infections were and studied the financial impact
of the pandemic on households in India, as well as on income
inequality. With support from the Asian Development Bank,
Malani also advised the Indonesian government on how to
model COVID and how to prioritize the distribution of
vaccines. Likewise, he worked with World Bank on COVID
strategy in South Asia more broadly.
Malani’s work on COVID has won two Emergent
Ventures prizes from the Mercatus Center at George
Mason University, as well as several grants. His work
also led Apolitical to designate him as one of the 100
academics that are most influential in government.
“There are three ideas that have guided my work in
India and elsewhere,” Malani said. “First, while US law

Professors Eric Posner and Adam Chilton
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schools focus largely on US problems, they have skill sets
that would be very helpful if applied to policy problems
in lower- and middle-income countries. Our North Star
should be big, tractable problems, not just publishable
papers. Second, research alone does not generate policy
change. You have to go out and try to lobby for and
implement your ideas. Third, governments will work with
you when they trust you. That trust is built up over years
of persistent engagement. None of what we did in India
during COVID would have been possible if IIC had not
been working across India the previous seven years.”
Malani has long made a practice of seeking out the data
necessary to shed light on seemingly unsolvable problems.
While researching India’s slums—about which there was
very little economic data—Malani worked with a team to
collect the information themselves, a process that required
hundreds of interviews.
“If I wanted to learn about slums [I knew that] I would
have to talk to slum dwellers myself,” Malani told Law
School students during his Midway Dinner address in
February 2020.
“I met with folks in Anthropology and learned how to
do ethnographic work—how to conduct guided interviews
that covered the topics that interest me, but allowed slum
dwellers to tell me about things I didn’t even know to ask
about. Then I spent three years visiting and interviewing
people in slums,” he said. “I worked with my colleague
Adam Chilton and a team of research assistants who could
speak local languages we did not know. In the end we
interviewed over 600 people across 24 slums and 11 cities
in India. We even visited slums in Nairobi and Brazil to
see if the slums in those countries had the same problems.”
The research led to valuable information, including
offering insight on why one of the most common policy
responses, making low-income housing outside the slums
available, was only partly successful. (The answer was
complex, but it came down to economics: most slum
dwellers had needs that they valued more than formal
housing, and as a result, they were more likely to sell the
housing and return to the slums.)
In his Midway Dinner talk, Malani told students that
the University of Chicago’s culture helped make work
like this possible.“It is the one school that places no
bounds on your curiosity,” he said. “Our seriousness
is … why people seek our advice so often. It is what
makes us indispensable.”
Collaboration also has been at the heart of many of
Chicago’s global contributions. At the Law School,
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scholars with different areas of expertise, and different
viewpoints, routinely come together—allowing everyone
to dig more deeply and to develop new ideas.
“We are a close community by nature, and I think that
really fuels collaboration,” said Flores, who regularly
collaborates with both clinical and academic faculty and
cohosts a podcast with Ginsburg. [See story, p. 12.] In
addition to leading the clinic, Flores regularly writes and
lectures on constitution-making and reform, the rights of
women and migrants, and human rights and policing.
“I’ll be thinking about certain things in the clinical or
practice context, and then I’ll talk to colleagues who are
thinking about those things in a different way and in
a different context,” Flores said. “For instance, I can’t
tell you the number of times that Adam Chilton and I
have been having a casual conversation and realize we’re
working on all of these overlapping issues. And Tom
Ginsburg and I work on many of the same issues. We
have different perspectives on them, but that’s what makes
the conversation really exciting. I think in the end we all
inform each other.”
Bradley, who is known for pushing back against
conventional wisdom, has been a particularly good fit,
Ginsburg said.
“Curt is supercharging us because he’s a very
collaborative person,” Ginsburg said. “He’s always putting
on conferences and workshops. He brings people together
in interesting ways. He writes with other people. And so I
think adding him to an already collaborative environment
is going to mean that we’re going to have a lot more work
coming out of Chicago.”
Bradley is known for bringing top minds together to
carve out new paths of inquiry. A global conference
series he hosted several years ago resulted in a 900-page
volume that laid the framework for the emerging field
of comparative foreign relations law. That book, The
Oxford Handbook of Comparative Foreign Relations Law,
which Bradley edited, earned him the American Society
of International Law’s inaugural Robert E. Dalton Award
for Outstanding Contribution in the Field of Foreign
Relations Law in 2021.
His 2020 paper, “The Failed Transparency Regime
for Executive Agreements: An Empirical and Normative
Analysis”—coauthored with Harvard Law’s Goldsmith
(who coauthored The Limits of International Law with
Posner in 2005) and Oona Hathaway of Yale Law—
was a similarly big undertaking. The scholars wished to
explore the system surrounding the hundreds of binding
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international agreements that US presidents make each
year—a system about which little information was
publicly available. Bradley, Goldsmith, and Hathaway
spent three years interviewing government lawyers
and obtained about 5,600 documents from the US
Department of State through a Freedom of Information
Act (FOIA) lawsuit.
Student researchers coded the materials, which covered
about three decades of information, and then the scholars
analyzed the information.
“We looked at whether [the executive branch] was
reporting these agreements to Congress and whether it
was making the public aware of them,” Bradley said.
They concluded that the executive branch’s reporting to
Congress has been incomplete, that the process is opaque,
and that Congress is “failing in its oversight role.”
The project caught the attention of legislators.
“Congress is now considering legislation that could
implement [some of the recommendations] we argued
for in that article two years ago—some senators became
interested once they saw the data we were able to gather,”
Bradley said. “Nobody had done this before—in foreign
relations law, there hadn’t been a lot of empirical work.
But [gathering the data] allowed us to see things we would
not have been able to see if we had tried to study the
agreement-making practices of government [without it].”
Bradley, Goldsmith, and Hathaway are now studying
the executive branch’s growing practice of entering into
nonbinding international agreements, which often fall
outside of the reporting and publication requirements that
Congress has imposed for binding agreements. Last fall,
in his first Law School conference, Bradley gathered about
two dozen leading scholars and government officials to
examine the issue.
Conferences, collaborations, and faculty workshops
have always been central to Bradley’s work, and the Law
School’s workshop culture and the focus on interdisciplinary
collaboration is part of what drew him here.
“The way to have more creativity is to step outside
of what you’re doing and to see it from a different
perspective—and a nice way to do that is by regularly
engaging and connecting with people who do different
kinds of work,” he said. “Chicago’s just fantastic at that.”
Preparing the Next Generation to Confront Global Challenges
In addition to making an impact today, faculty are
helping create the next generation of leaders; their
eminence is a draw for top students interested in pursuing
international law. The wide range of expertise, the
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interdisciplinary approach, and professors’ willingness
to debate and disagree on ideas allow students to build a
nuanced understanding of the field, several said.
In recent years, students have chosen from a long list of
courses related to comparative and international law, from
Global Inequality, taught by Nussbaum and Professor
David Weisbach; to Corporate Governance in Emerging
Markets, taught by Professor Dhammika Dharmapala;
to Equality as a Human Right, taught by Flores; to
Comparative Legal Institutions, taught by Ginsburg.
Christy Crouse, ’21, a human rights fellow at a
Colombia-based NGO, sought out leading scholars of
international law as a student, enrolling in the Global
Human Rights Clinic, working as a research assistant
for Chilton, and registering for courses with Ginsburg,
Chilton, Posner, Huq, and “basically every class offered
by Claudia Flores.” She knew she wanted a variety of
viewpoints, and she found that.
“I took Public International Law with Professor Posner,
which I was excited to do because I knew we had very
different—as in opposite—perspectives on international
human rights,” said Crouse. “He was one of my favorite
professors—he was great at laying out what international
law is and putting it very clearly. It was an excellent class.”
Chilton, she said, was one the first professors she got to
know at the Law School. She had him for Torts and, later,
for The Effectiveness of International Law. As his research
assistant, she worked on a variety of projects related to
comparative and international law.
“I just love the way he thinks—he’s one of the most
organized thinkers I think I’ve ever met in my life,”
Crouse said. “He was great at integrating people into
even one-off projects—I think one of my first projects
was researching a question about information law in
Turkey. Later in Law School, I ended up doing more with
Professors Ginsburg and Flores, but Professor Chilton was
really the one who got me started on research related to
international law issues.”
In the Global Human Rights Clinic, Crouse worked on
projects with clients from around the world, including
UN Women, the International Labour Organization, and
activists in Myanmar. Crouse has seen the impact of her Law
School preparation in her position at Dejusticia, the NGO
in Bogotá. There, she has worked on litigation and advocacy
and even written academic articles on human rights issues.
Many students seek out opportunities to work outside
class with leading scholars, serving as research assistants,
taking advantage of opportunities to hear them speak, or
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interacting with them through journals work.
Student enthusiasm was immediately apparent to
Bradley when he arrived at the Law School.
“One of the first things that happened to me was the
International Law Society asked me to give a talk, and it
was a packed room,” said Bradley, adding that several of
the students followed up to talk more with him after the
event. “With the strong student interest in international
and foreign relations law, and with the journal, and with
all of these scholarly events, speakers, and conferences,
Chicago is and will be a major center of activity for the
field going forward.”
The powerful relationship between scholars and students
was part of a recent decision by the student-led Chicago
Journal of International Law (CJIL) to reposition itself
as the leading interdisciplinary forum on the study of
international law. During the 2020–2021 academic year,
the journal redesigned its annual symposium to feature
scholars debating cutting-edge issues. At the center of the
2021 discussion was the Ginsburg, Chilton, and Abebe
essay that discussed the importance of empirical research.
The move reflected not only this shift within the field
and the rising stakes underscored by the pandemic and
other challenges, but students’ desire to marshal the
expertise and resources available at the Law School.
“What differentiates our faculty is their commitment
to values that are often overlooked, but sorely needed, in
international law scholarship,” Neema Hakim, ’21, CJIL’s
2020–2021 editor in chief, said at the time. “As their
students, CJIL members are well positioned to highlight
their common approach and to invite conversation, and
dissent, around its merits.”
The 2022 symposium took on a similarly robust topic
inspired by faculty scholarship. In March, they convened
leading scholars to examine the ways in which legal tools
are used to entrench autocracies. The event, which included
discussions about the role of international institutions and
multinational corporations in combating antidemocratic
legal engineering, used Ginsburg’s latest book, Democracies
and International Law, as a starting point.
The momentum around international law has been
invigorating, students and recent alumni said—and many
were eager to have a role in it.
“With the rising importance of international actors, we [as
a university and as a law school] are where we want to be—at
the vanguard,” said Amber Stewart, ’22, CJIL’s 2021–2022
editor in chief. “We led the way with law and economics, and
we can lead the way with international law.”
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The Global Human Rights Clinic is another major draw
for students interested in the field, in part because of
Flores’s impact over the course of her career and in part
because of the opportunities offered by the clinic.
“The clinic was absolutely one of the most formative
experiences of law school,” said Ana Luquerna, ’21, who
came to the Law School because she wanted to focus on
international law. “In addition to interesting projects,
it also introduced me to a very, very special community
[that included] not only a mentor, Claudia Flores, but also
peers who have very similar backgrounds, interests, and
passions, and who have truly become lifelong friends.”
Luquerna spent two years in the Global Human Rights
Clinic, digging into issues like migrant wage gaps and
domestic worker abuse. She also served as articles editor
on CJIL; worked as a research assistant for Ginsburg; spent
a year in the Immigrants’ Rights Clinic; and attended
lectures by high-profile government officials, lawyers, and
other experts who visited the Law School.
When she graduated, Luquerna secured one of the
world’s most prestigious entry points into the field: a
judicial fellowship on the International Court of Justice in
the Hague, Netherlands. She was the second Law School
graduate to do so in five years, following Marcos Garcia
Dominguez, LLM ’13, JSD ’19, who served in 2017–2018.
“Chicago is known as a place of rigor, and it’s known for
equipping its students to be amazing lawyers. But in addition
to providing the legal tools, critical reasoning skills, and the
knowledge that I would need to become an international
lawyer, the Law School also allowed me to see that my dream
of becoming an international lawyer could be a reality,”
Luquerna said. “I learned from the amazing international
law scholars we have at Chicago, and I graduated with an
invaluable network of people who truly cared about my
future and were willing to be lifelong mentors.”
For scholars engaged in global work, the interest from
students and the critical mass of colleagues whose work
has touched international or comparative law—or who
are making direct contributions in other countries—is
energizing and informative, several said.
The Law School, Ginsburg said, is a place where
disciplinary boundaries don’t matter. People with different
areas of expertise and opposing perspectives push each
other, often opening up new ways of viewing an issue.
“We’re not very concerned with labels, and we’re not
very concerned with trying to fit into general trends,” he
said. “We’re concerned with asking hard questions and
trying to answer them—wherever that takes us.”
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TEACHING THROUGH
THE DISCOURSE
The Faculty Podcast
Experiments
By Claire L. Parins

A

whole lot can happen when law professors are
supplied with podcast equipment—especially
when they delve into concepts that are not easy to
understand, the political climate is tense, and they know the
podcasts will likely be downloaded by tens of thousands of
people, including students of all ages and backgrounds.
In 2021, Law School professors debuted two successful
legal podcasts that offered students, scholars, and the
broader public opportunities to think about complicated
legal issues and make their own informed decisions.
Professor William Baude, a leading scholar of constitutional
law and interpretation, launched Dissenting Opinions to
create a space for respectful debate on difficult topics and
to showcase longstanding constitutional issues in a new
way. Clinical Professor Claudia Flores and Professor Tom
Ginsburg, leading experts in human rights law, teamed up

12

t h e

u n i v e r s i t y

o f

c h i c a g o

l a w

s c h o o l

to create Entitled, a seven-episode podcast that examined
in depth the complexity of legal rights, including those of
immigrants, women, nature, speech, and guns.
Both podcasts launched during the pandemic, at a time
of great political polarization—and each showcased the
civil discourse and critical thinking for which the Law
School is known.
“I wanted Dissenting Opinions to be a platform to
interview top legal minds who could offer unconventional
interpretations of US Supreme Court cases,” said Baude. “I
also wanted to create content that was not otherwise out there.
At first, I was surprised where some of the conversations led,
but then I realized that we’d uncovered interesting possibilities
that did not line up with traditional partisan lines.”
Flores, who directs the Law School’s Global Human
Rights Clinic, and Ginsburg, a world-renowned scholar of
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comparative and international law, had a similar experience.
“Tom and I had been talking about doing a podcast for
a while and wanted to build a space where we could talk
with other experts from all over the world and make the
conversations accessible to everybody,” Flores said. “The
United States has gone through a really tumultuous time
in the last five or six years. We knew the same bumpy
dynamics were happening in other countries and thought
it was really important to showcase that conversations
around rights are universal.”
What all three faculty members discovered was that the
process of recording a podcast can be a great opportunity
not only to share knowledge with the broader public but
to hone their own viewpoints.

up with a list of people from all over the political spectrum
and recorded eight of these episodes for the first season.
Sprinkled within this framework, Baude dropped in
another standalone segment: a seven-episode series about
originalism that he created with Professor Adam Chilton
called “Deep Dive.” In addition, a second podcast series
looked at—in real time—opinions the US Supreme Court
was handing down. Recorded with Dan Epps, a friend
who is also a nationally recognized expert on the Supreme
Court. The Divided Argument podcast was more sporadic.
The “Deep Dive” subseries was recorded in front of a live
Zoom audience and the eight primary Dissenting Opinions
episodes were recorded virtually. For Divided Argument,
Baude and Epps recorded two special live shows in
person, one on campus in front of a student audience and
one at the conference for the National Association
of Attorneys General.
In one primary Dissenting Opinions episode, Baude
carefully unpacked Katzenbach v. Morgan with David
Strauss, the Gerald Ratner Distinguished Service
Professor of Law and an expert on constitutional law and
interpretation. Katzenbach, decided in 1966, determined
the constitutionality of part of the Voting Rights Act of
1965 and is best known as having struck down the Englishlanguage literacy tests that had been used to disenfranchise
voters. What Baude and Strauss highlight is Strauss’s
contention that Katzenbach, an example of judicial deference
to Congressional authority, upends the idea that the Warren
Court’s animating principle was judicial activism.
In another episode, Baude and Professor Genevieve
Lakier discuss Virginia State Board v. Virginia Consumer
Council, a high court case that held that commercial
advertising is protected by the First Amendment.
Lakier loves the decision, which on its face worries critics
who think that by broadening the First Amendment to
include purely commercial speech, the Court potentially
demeaned the amendment’s core duty of protecting
political speech. Lakier disagrees that expanding rights
to commercial speech dilutes the First Amendment’s
protection of political speech.
“Money is not speech but it facilitates speech,” Lakier
said. “Things like campaign finance raise all sorts of First
Amendment issues, but the thing to focus on is not the
commercial/noncommercial distinction.”
Lakier went on to say on the podcast that a positive
thing Virginia State Board did was provide a hint of how
the First Amendment does not necessarily require a laissezfaire approach to regulation.

FROM LISTENER TO HOST
Baude, the faculty director of the Law School’s
Constitutional Law Institute, toyed with the idea of
creating a podcast for a few years. He had ideas he wanted
to explore with others, and he sometimes did so as a guest
on other people’s podcasts. He loved listening to legal
podcasts, so much so that he sometimes found himself
completely absorbed by the topic.
“When I’m washing dishes, I usually listen to
something,” Baude said. “The hazard is when I stop what
I’m doing to argue with the podcast speaker. If you’re in
the middle of cleaning and you find yourself running to
your computer to write an email to the hosts, that’s not at
all conducive to housework.”
But launching a podcast isn’t the same as writing an
email to a host or appearing as a guest; Baude knew he
needed a unique idea. He found it during the pandemic
lockdown, when he was launching the Constitutional Law
Institute and looking for ways to connect with people.
He spent all fall quarter of 2020 researching podcast
names, microphones, and how to record, edit, and upload
to various podcast platforms. He also kept a running list
of guests he wanted to interview, and he thought about
the right way to approach the subject matter. Baude knew
he did not want to create a solely political podcast.
“I wondered if there was a new way to think about
constitutional interpretation that nobody else was talking
about,” Baude said.
He decided to build a podcast of one-off episodes, each
offering different ways of looking at seminal Supreme
Court opinions. The central premise was to invite scholars
with either criticisms of a generally canonical opinion or a
defense of an opinion that’s generally maligned. He came
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“Step one of the case says that commercial speech is
protected, but the case also makes clear that the government
can still prohibit false and misleading advertising,” Lakier
said. “It can also mandate disclosure if there is a chance the
seller is going to confuse the listener.”
On both the Strauss and Lakier episodes, Baude and his
peers sometimes agreed and sometimes didn’t, but talking
through their differences was, in large part, the point.

originalism and force Will to teach me the arguments.”
Their differences were an animating feature of their
podcast discussions—and a chance to showcase respectful
disagreement.
“Methodologically, Will’s scholarship includes doctrinal
work and historical work. He is conservative, an originalist,
and focuses on public law. I’m liberal, not an originalist, not
particularly interested in the Supreme Court. I do empirical

Professor Claudia Flores

Professor Tom Ginsburg

“I try to listen to other viewpoints. It’s one of the reasons
being a law professor is an interesting job. It would be
really boring if it were just me telling people what I think
all the time,” Baude said. “Genevieve and David are both
deep and independent thinkers, which was exactly what I
was glad we were able to get on the mic.”
Respecting other viewpoints extends into Baude’s personal
life. Baude and Chilton are work colleagues and come from
opposite sides of the political spectrum. They are also great
friends outside of work and text just about every other day
about thorny legal concepts.
In seven episodes of “Deep Dive,” the two deconstructed
the theory behind originalism in painstaking detail. The
episodes, which were recorded in front of a live student
audience over Zoom, featured Baude and Chilton talking
about the major tenets of originalism and the arguments
against it. “Deep Dive” episodes were designed to delve
into areas of law that have both detractors and adopters.
In this case, Baude argued in favor of originalism. Chilton
expressed his skepticism, but remained grounded in the
sincere desire to understand Baude’s perspective.
“Before Will was fully set on the whole podcast
adventure, we talked about how to explore originalism
together,” Chilton said. “I’m a skeptic but was hoping I
could use the podcast to try to understand the best case for

research,” Chilton said. “But Will and I like talking to each
other, and the podcast helped us find the best arguments on
each side. We knew we would both learn from each other
and that recording in front of a live student audience could
model political discourse in a respectful way.”
Both said there were times when they found themselves
slipping into argumentative mode and had to thoughtfully
stop. In the end, they each said they learned a great deal
from the other.
“There are tons of places you can go to hear people debating
originalism and other things,” Baude said. “It was very
important to me and Adam to keep our podcast discussions
from becoming a debate. We felt it was important to say, ‘We
don’t agree and we’re not going to agree by the end about
things, but the goal is not to score points.’”
Chilton found the first episode the most interesting. It
was also the one in which Baude made originalism more
clear to him.
“In the first episode, Will laid out three arguments for
why jurists should be originalists. He was concrete and
clear about what originalists think,” Chilton said. “I think
many law students and lawyers think that there’s a legal or
doctrinal requirement to be an originalist. Will’s arguments
in favor of originalism were much more consequentialist.
It’s not that we have no choice but to be an originalist.
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“As lawyers, we have to deal with important questions,”
Baude said. “Some of [the questions] make us really
uncomfortable, but we have to ask them. So we just
do it. We get all the arguments on the table. It is really
important to understand the arguments, even if you
disagree with them.”

What Will uncovered for me is that adhering to originalism
might lead to various good outcomes.”
Chilton concluded that whether the outcomes are good
is a contestable empirical question, which he noted is very
different than saying we have to adopt a particular method
of constitutional interpretation because we have no choice
morally, ethically, or legally.
Chilton, for his part, managed to convince Baude that
the idea of originalism has become politicized.
“The idea wasn’t new to me, but hearing Adam repeatedly
argue that the Court’s decisions seemed bound up with
conservative ideology really stuck with me,” Baude said.
“Adam’s disagreement wasn’t just a point made by an
opponent trying to win a debate—these were opinions
held by a friend and colleague I respected, a person of good
faith who was not trying to politicize everything. He saw a
problem that was really sticking with him.”
Chilton, however, didn’t lead Baude to think that
politicization was inevitable or unsolvable. The discussion
instead made him think that politicization was a much bigger
problem than he thought before they did the podcast. The
podcast also helped him think about the best ways to teach
students about polarizing topics like originalism.

“WHAT’S THE MATTER WITH RIGHTS?”
Unlike Baude’s podcast, where participants assert and
examine their dissenting views, in Entitled, Flores and
Ginsburg take apart the concept of rights. The episodes are
essentially back-and-forth conversations about what rights are
and why balancing rights is problematic. The two wanted to
demystify what rights mean in a way that was understandable
to many different audiences, including nonlawyers.
Flores and Ginsburg recorded parts of the podcast together,
in an office in the Law School basement, using special podcast
equipment and training they’d received from the University
of Chicago’s Podcast Network. However, all of their guest
interviews were done virtually, in part, because of COVID
but also because some of the interviewees lived abroad.
In the first episode, “What’s the Matter with Rights?,”
Flores and Ginsburg interviewed a philosopher, as well as

Professor William Baude
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accessible and then the podcast producers would say,
‘Someone’s going to listen to this, and they will have no
idea what you’re talking about.’”
Ginsburg said he hoped to give listeners the tools and
information to decide for themselves how to think
about rights.
“We wanted to provide the novel perspectives from
scholars from different countries, but a major goal of ours
was to mostly ask questions to help listeners come up with
their own conclusions,” Ginsburg said.
The mood the two professors create during an episode
is almost playful. There is a chemistry between them that
makes clear they are intrigued about how various rights
operate. They also don’t always see eye to eye. Their
opinions align in many legal areas, but they acknowledge
that they each have different ideas about how to achieve
certain outcomes, such as equality.
“I’ve done a lot of immigrants’ rights and gender equality
work,” Flores said. “In my practice as a lawyer and an
academic, I tend to be more in favor of uprooting systems
and requiring and demanding reform. Tom is probably a
little more careful about those things and reluctant because
he’s thinking about the stability of the system.”
Both Flores and Ginsburg hope that their different
perspectives about how to effect change end up
challenging people in ways that are useful. They are
interested in each other’s opinions and in exploring with
other experts how complex the application of rights is.
“We have our own perspectives and come at issues
differently, but there is also a lot of mutual respect,” Flores
said. “I’m always really interested in hearing his perspective
and find it really enlightening.”
Flores and Ginsburg were driven by the idea that while most
people agree that rights matter, the conversations about rights
are often heated. They want Entitled to be a platform for
presenting questions to help listeners make informed opinions
or to at least have an informed set of questions.
“We’re in a moment where debates around rights and
how to achieve them are contentious and complicated,”
Flores said. “Podcasts are a good way for people to learn
about things that they don’t know very much about.
Entitled has given us space to talk to people in various
fields to try to frame issues so that more of us can
understand how complicated rights are.”

colleagues and students about what they think rights are in
order to understand why certain rights rise to the level of
enforceable legal rights and others don’t.
“We wanted to get at what different countries and
thinkers consider to be rights and what they don’t
consider to be rights,” Ginsburg said. “[Laws are] just
ideas, if you think about it, but of course some ideas have
more impact than others.”
Flores agreed that law is a human construct.
“There are people who think rights come from some
higher power, and others think laws are written by man
or people. That makes a difference,” Flores said. “If you
think they come from a god, then you think there is a
predetermined set of rights and you don’t really have
any control over them. There’s an entire tradition of
humanism, on the other hand, that says, ‘Humans have
rights by virtue of being humans.’ They are invested with
some kind of entitlement.”
But as the first episode uncovers, what rights are
enforceable is dependent on where one lives. Different
constitutions enshrine different kinds of rights. Some
speak to basic rights like food and shelter while others
speak more to civil and political rights.
“The US tradition focuses more on civil and political
rights than on basic needs,” Ginsburg said. “Of
course, that is changing. We are now having a national
conversation about what interests are so important that
everyone should be entitled to have them protected.”
Flores and Ginsburg knew that a podcast about rights
would be relevant to the social justice debates happening
around the world and decided the time was right to launch
a podcast. Flores, like Baude, is a big listener of podcasts
and was the main driver behind using a podcast as a
platform. Flores and Ginsburg, longtime colleagues and
friends, had talked about combining forces for a while.
They also knew the podcast could not become their fulltime jobs given their teaching and writing responsibilities,
so they enlisted the help the University’s Podcast Network.
The podcast’s producer—a nonlawyer—gave feedback that
Flores and Ginsburg found invaluable because the intended
audience for Entitled goes beyond legal scholars. Figuring
out how to have conversations in a way that would resonate
with most people was a major challenge.
“Partnering with producers who were not lawyers was
really helpful,” Flores said. “Tom and I had to learn how
to ‘dewonkify’ conversations that we were having. We
would sometimes present ideas like we would have in
a law school class. We thought our conversations were
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WHAT IS NEXT?
In the second season of Entitled, Ginsburg and Flores
will wrestle with equality, something they both wanted
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Ginsburg said the nuanced discussions made the podcast
a great learning experience for him and boosted his hope
for the future.
“I am optimistic about democracy. At the end of the
day, people everywhere strive for freedom. I genuinely
believe that and see a lot of evidence. We are obviously
going through a really troubled time. Why that is, is a
very polarizing question,” Ginsburg said. “But historically,
we’ve had a lot of bad times in American history, and at
the end, it’s two steps forward, one step back or two steps
back, but then you get three steps forward. I think we’re
going be able to work things out.”

to explore in depth and over the course of an entire
season. They are still deciding what episodes will make
up the second season, but the podcast will likely explore
socioeconomic equality, ethnic equality, gender equality,
and transnational equality, to name a few.
“The first season was about major concepts and issues in
rights discussions,” Ginsburg said. “This season we will
look at—from a human rights perspective—what global
equality looks like outside US borders. We will ask things
like whether it is okay that some countries are rich and
some are poor.”
As he describes it, equality comes in various guises.
“Obviously we tend to think about social categories like
race and gender, but we should also think in terms of caste
and disability,” Ginsburg said. “We might also think of
inequality across generations. Issues of justice cut across
generations, with climate change, as one example. We’ve
been thinking a lot about that.”
The second season of Dissenting Opinions will follow the
same formats as before.
One of Baude’s happiest surprises about the first season
was the success of the deep-dive format. He worried
before the first “Deep Dive” launched that the topic of
originalism would be too obscure and that he and Chilton
would get too much in the weeds. It turned out to be one
of the most popular formats.
Baude is already working on a new deep dive—maybe
even two—on a very different topic. The hope is that this
year, Baude will be the one asking the skeptical questions
of his guests.

You can listen to the Entitled and Dissenting Opinions
podcasts at the links below or wherever you listen
to your favorite podcasts. In addition, you can find
a second podcast series that Baude recorded with
another scholar, Divided Argument.
https://entitledpodcast.com/
https://dissenting-opinions.simplecast.com/
https://www.dividedargument.com/
Chilton was surprised to find that Baude’s theory about
positive law originalism seemed pretty close to claims
made by common law constitutionalists, which is a theory
of interpretation credited to David Strauss.
“The difference seems to be that the originalists, like
Baude, are hostage to the evidence about whether or not
common law judicial interpretation is allowed for certain
parts of the constitution. Whereas the common law
constitutionalists, like me, have just assumed that that’s the
right way to go,” Chilton said. “In other words, the grounds
of disagreement are narrower than people realize.”
Chilton doubts that either he or Baude changed the
other’s viewpoints on core beliefs, but over the course of
the podcast, he came to see that some of Baude’s views
were less extreme than he once thought.
“I still disagree with some of his ideas, but I came
away thinking his ideas were much more plausible and
reasonable than I previously thought,” Chilton said.
Baude put it another way.
“I think that it is really important to have friends who
you think are really, really smart but who also think you
are really wrong about stuff,” he said. “If all your smart
friends think you’re right about stuff, you don’t have
enough friends.”

WHAT THE PODCASTERS LEARNED
Both podcast series were designed, in part, to get
students and other listeners to see how faculty with
divergent views interact with difficult questions and have
hard conversations. The podcasts did that but, as it turns
out, also gave each of the podcasters new ways of thinking
about complicated ideas.
“Conversations about equality on the surface seem
straightforward, because most people agree that there
should be equality. But when you get into nitty-gritty
details, we have to ask things like whether it is appropriate
to have an identity-based quota for legislatures or whether
that undermines democracy,” Flores said. “If quotas
are deemed OK, then you have to ask, are such quotas
something that we want to do forever or until we think
that women, for example, have the sort of political power
to run on their own?”
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“THERE IS NO

ENVIRONMENTAL

LAW WITHOUT
ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE”

In East Chicago and Detroit, the Abrams Clinic Is Tackling Environmental Issues for
Underserved Communities—and Broadening the Scope of Environmental Legal Work
By Claire Stamler-Goody

I

n 2016, the Abrams Environmental Law Clinic began
working with East Chicago, Indiana, residents in their
fight for a safe cleanup of the soil contamination that
has harmed the area for decades. In a different project,
the clinic represents Soulardarity, a nonprofit that helps
residents in the Detroit area launch their own solar energy
projects, advocate for reliable electricity service, and more.
On the surface, these two projects are very different. One
involves solar power and electricity; the other addresses
land contamination. The work in Detroit supports
a nonprofit organization; in East Chicago, the clinic
represents concerned citizens living in an area that has
long been part of the Environmental Protection Agency’s
Superfund program, which cleans up contaminated sites.
What they have in common, though, is a focus on equity in
environmental protection—a focus that marks the Abrams
Clinic as a leader of a larger movement within the field.
In East Chicago and Detroit, the Abrams Clinic
is advocating for communities that are particularly
vulnerable to environmental harms and that often don’t
have a voice in the conversations that affect them most.
“These are communities that have historically been
underserved,” said Clinical Professor Mark Templeton,
director of the Abrams Clinic. “And they are rightfully
entitled to be treated more equitably. We’ve got to
confront that and ask, ‘How are the systems set up that
perpetuate this?’”
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There has been a notion, Templeton said, that
environmental law clinics can either focus on
environmental justice or another area of environmental
law—but he doesn’t see it that way. These different facets
of environmental law are so intertwined that it cannot be
one or the other, he said.
Templeton offered the pressing issue of climate change
as an example: the work with Soulardarity advocates
for renewable energy, thereby reducing the demand for
coal-fired power plants and natural gas plants. The East
Chicago project is also shaped by the changing climate;
higher water levels in Lake Michigan lead to higher
groundwater levels in Northwest Indiana, which can
increase the spread of contamination and expose more
individuals to toxic chemicals in East Chicago.
“The cutting edge is to be able to combine both,”
Templeton said. “That can be done—and that’s actually
what we have been doing.”
Taking on these projects has involved building longterm relationships with the communities they represent,
learning their experiences and concerns, and addressing a
wide variety of issues over the years, he added.
“We’re broadening the scope of our work,” Templeton
said. “What we’re doing is consistent with what others
at the forefront of the legal community working in the
environmental justice movement are doing, which is that
we’re invested in the community. We’re not just here to
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deal with one emergency issue or one case and then move
on. We are addressing a fuller range of environmental and
public health challenges faced by these communities.”
THE PROJECTS IN EAST CHICAGO AND MICHIGAN
For the last 10 years, the Abrams Clinic has worked on
some of the most pressing environmental law issues in
Chicago and across the Great Lakes region. The clinic has
addressed everything from endangered species protection,
to clean air and water, to the social cost of greenhouse gas
emissions, and much more—all while offering students
invaluable hands-on experience with environmental law
policies and procedures.
When Templeton joined the Law School as the founding
director of the Abrams Clinic in 2012, he arrived with a
longstanding interest in environmental justice. In 2009,
as the cabinet-level director of the Missouri Department
of Natural Resources, he created a team to address
environmental justice issues throughout the state. At the Law
School, Templeton found there was a great deal of student
interest in tackling environmental justice issues as well.
“We have been involved in this work for over five years
with both Soulardarity and East Chicago,” Templeton
said. “There are many students who have an interest
in this type of social justice work, as you can see from
the Law School clinics more generally. But people have

not always known that you could do this work in the
environmental space.”
In 2016, the East Chicago Housing Authority notified
residents of a public housing complex in the city that
testing had revealed high levels of lead in the soils in the
neighborhood, and that residents needed move out in
30 days. The city had been home to the US Smelter and
Lead Refinery Inc., which closed in 1985 but left behind
contaminants that have caused health issues for nearby
residents for decades. The move-out mandate also placed a
significant financial strain on the low-income community,
adding urgency to the need for a safe cleanup of the toxic
chemicals in the soil. The Abrams Clinic and a coalition
of other law clinics, nonprofit legal organizations, and
law firms offering pro bono help began representing these
residents shortly after the mandate was issued.
Working on the project, students in the clinic researched
zoning and public health laws and dissected the EPA’s various
actions and statements over the years. They also took time to
understand exactly what the residents were hoping to achieve,
said Colin Parts, ’20, who worked on the East Chicago
project both as an undergraduate and as a law student.
“In sitting down with the residents, the primary concern
was safe cleanup,” said Parts, who received a Kisco Cares
Public Interest Fellowship from the Law School to pursue

Clinical Professor Mark Templeton meets with Abrams Clinic students currently working on the East Chicago project.
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and reliable energy service, often by appearing before the
Michigan Public Service Commission, the government
entity that regulates investor-owned utilities like eastern
Michigan’s electricity provider, DTE.
“With Soulardarity, we had this really specific goal—we
wanted community solar power,” Sperry said. “And we
also had a really specific avenue for getting that goal,
which was going in front of the public utilities commission
and getting them to issue an order that gives us what we
want. But, although there was a specific avenue and goal,
we still had to think about what legal arguments we could
use to get at that goal.”
Leah Song, ’19, also worked with Soulardarity as a
student in the Abrams Clinic. For her, being able to work
on environmental justice projects as a law student was
extremely important.
“I practiced environmental law at a firm for several years
[after law school], and what was missing for me was that
[environmental justice] focus,” said Song, who is now
an environmental law fellow at Northwestern University
Pritzker School of Law. Her work has come full circle: at
Northwestern, she collaborates with the Abrams Clinic on
the East Chicago project.
“I think it is so fulfilling being able to connect with
the community,” Song said. “And to make sure that the

interests in environmental law after graduation and is now
a staff attorney at the State Energy and Environmental
Impact Center at NYU School of Law. “That broke
down into a lot of different things. We wanted the EPA
to explain clearly why they were making decisions about
how many feet they should dig down. We wanted to
understand what risks were posed by specific lead or
arsenic levels in the soil. When the EPA proposed to
stabilize the arsenic using a particular injection method,
we wanted to understand why they chose that method as
opposed to anything else. And if we didn’t think it was
safe, we wanted them to choose a different method.”
Achieving the broad goal of safe cleanup meant the clinic
had to be creative in determining the best legal route, said
Emma Sperry, ’21, who worked both with the East Chicago
residents and with Soulardarity and is now a Kisco Cares
public interest legal fellow at the Idaho Conservation League.
“We had to think about the avenues of getting to that
goal,” Sperry said of the East Chicago work. “How do
we engage with the EPA to improve their cleanup? Is it a
comment? Is it reaching out directly? Is it working with
the city? We really had to think outside the box.”
By contrast, the Soulardarity work focused on more
specific goals and strategies. Clinic students were
advocating for more community solar power projects

Some students attended the East Chicago meeting via Zoom.
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community is being treated fairly—especially as a woman
of color, it was really important for me to be doing
environmental justice work.”
CUTTING EDGE ENVIRONMENTAL LEGAL WORK
In the summer of 2021, the Abrams Clinic’s work in
Detroit expanded to western Michigan, where they are
working with a collective of social service organizations
to secure reliable, sustainable energy for the next
decade. Losing access to reliable energy can be especially
detrimental for low-income individuals, Templeton said.
For instance, they may not have the resources to replace
food or medications after a power outage.
“We now are promoting energy justice and energy democracy
throughout the entire state of Michigan,” Templeton said.
“We’re promoting community solar as a solution to bring
renewable energy to these low-income and people-of-color
communities so they have more control over their energy.”
What makes this work unique is that rather than
advocating for individual clients, the clinic is pushing for
systemic changes, added Robert Weinstock, who is an
assistant clinical professor in the Abrams Clinic.
“We’re working with a community organization, but

we are advocating for broad changes to the way that
the [Michigan Public Service] Commission works, and
the way that the electricity system works in Michigan,”
Weinstock said. “And that’s different from what other
clinics might be doing in more of a direct-services model.”
With both the East Chicago and Michigan projects, the
clinic often works with volunteers who may also have fulltime jobs. Moreover, they are representing the people whose
lives are directly impacted by environmental injustices.
“One of the most profound experiences I had in the
Abrams Clinic was working with these environmental
justice communities,” Sperry said. “Before I worked in
the clinic, I saw environmental work more as recycling
and clean air. Working in East Chicago, I saw a woman
whose child had an illness that we knew was caused by
an environmental harm. That was at the forefront. It
definitely had an impact on my career choice.”
Working with clients who have dealt firsthand with these
environmental issues is a critical experience for students,
Templeton added.
“It’s important for students who are interested in social
justice issues for it not to be theoretical,” he said. “It’s

Tackling Climate Change on the Ground: the Student Experience
By Natalie Griffin, ‘22

Our main work in this area has been participating in
challenges to emissions regulations and coal leasing
decisions by filing public comments and amicus briefs in
relevant disputes. Last year, the clinic filed an amicus brief
in the United States Court of Appeals for the District of
Columbia Circuit litigation challenging President Trump’s
Safer Affordable Fuel Efficient (SAFE) Vehicles Rule, which
rolled back fuel standards for cars and light trucks. In that
case, we argued that the Environmental Protection Agency
and the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration
fabricated and used an arbitrarily low estimate of the
costs of carbon emissions. This undermined the agencies’
justification of the rule, as their cost-benefit analysis was
flawed and severely undercounted climate damages.
We also assisted attorneys mounting challenges to the
Office of Surface Mining Reclamation and Enforcement
decisions to expand coal mining leases in Montana.
In those cases, we argued that the Office violated
environmental statute requirements by considering
the economic benefits of the project when approving
the project, while ignoring the costs of additional coal
combustion the projects would create. Courts have ruled
consistently with these arguments, finding that while there
may be no legal obligation for the Office to use the SCC

Since 2017, the Abrams Environmental Law Clinic has
advocated for federal agencies to use the Social Cost
of Carbon (SCC) to inform their decisions and rules. The
SCC is a monetary estimate of anticipated climate-change
damages—taking into account factors such as humanhealth effects, flood risks, and agricultural impacts—caused
by the emission of an additional ton of carbon dioxide
into the atmosphere. This estimate is crucial in helping
agencies quantify the cost of carbon emissions when
conducting cost-benefit analyses.
The clinic first got involved in this work when it began
representing Professor Michael Greenstone, the University of
Chicago’s Milton Friedman Distinguished Service Professor
in Economics and former chief economist at the Council of
Economic Advisers under President Obama. The last three
presidential administrations have each taken a different
approach to using the SCC. Under President Obama, Professor
Greenstone co-led an interagency working group to develop
the SCC for federal agencies to use in rulemakings. The Trump
administration changed course, and agencies stopped using
the SCC or used an artificially low figure. On his first day in
office in 2021, President Biden signed Executive Order 13990
reinstating the interagency working group to determine an
appropriate, updated SCC for federal decision-making.
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important for it to be real, and for them to confront what
these people’s lived experiences are actually like.”
Working on these projects, students have encountered
the systems that perpetuate these environmental harms,
Templeton said. Working with Soulardarity, they
learned about the power outages and dangerous downed
power lines that have long plagued low-income residents
in the Detroit area. In East Chicago, they found that
the industrial facilities that produced pollution and
contamination were generally located in the same areas,
affecting the same neighborhoods.
“There’s a long history of racism and classism associated
with where these developments are taking place,”
Templeton said. “Zoning laws and siting practices have
led to the intentional placement of polluting facilities in
many Black and Brown communities.”
UPLIFTING COMMUNITY VOICES
In both of these projects, bringing the voices of
community members to legal proceedings was a primary
concern. Elevating these voices in environmental justice
work is a theme that Song first encountered as a student in
the Abrams Clinic.

An environmental justice-focused lunch talk on February 16, 2022,
covered the Dakota Access Pipleline. The talk was sponsored by
the Abrams Clinic and the Environmental Law Society.

“Uplifting community voices is something that has been
a theme throughout all of my work,” Song said. “I think
it’s really important when you’re working in the arena of
environmental justice to make sure that you’re doing just that.”
Historically, regulators and industry have not given much
consideration—if any—to the perspectives of low-income
individuals, Templeton said. For example, when Consumers

specifically, the Office must consider climate change
costs sufficiently.
The clinic’s SCC work has had enumerable benefits—
for both our clients and for me and my growth as a law
student. For Professor Greenstone, we are able to help
courts understand his work by explaining the benefit and
rationale of using the SCC and articulating how the SCC
fits into the broader legal context. We are also able to
assist attorneys working on cases involving SCC issues
by applying Professor Greenstone’s unique expertise to
the facts of a specific case. For me, this work has honed
my legal writing skills, given me the practical skills to
investigate agency records, broadened my understanding
of complex economic concepts, built connections for me
to cutting-edge researchers at other parts of the University,
exposed me to the world of federal environmental
litigation, and given me the opportunity to effect change
on a national and global scale. I have been fortunate to
work with and learn from the leading attorneys in this field,
including Sean Donahue, ’92, which has given me valuable
insight into how attorneys brainstorm and strategize cases.
Assisting with the clinic’s SCC work has been far
and away my most impactful experience at the Law
School. This experience has been filled with moments
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of immense gratification and, at other times, frustration.
I felt tremendous pride after filing the SAFE Rule amicus
brief in the DC Circuit. The brief was a product of months
of collaboration with other students and attorneys and
represented some of our best work. Then, the court stayed
the litigation while the Biden administration revisited the
rule. This outcome drove home the fact that the clinic’s
work can impact decision-makers at the highest levels of
government, but sometimes outside factors can change
the course of litigation.
One of my favorite moments this year was sharing our
work on the SAFE Rule litigation at the Jonathan Schoer
Spring Science Symposium at Valparaiso University, which
explored how climate change is impacting the Great
Lakes region. My teammate and I presented our work
alongside experts in the climate change field, and we were
challenged to break down the complexities of the SCC
and the federal decision-making process for a generalist
audience. The presentation was an excellent reminder
of how our work affects individual communities. While
Professor Greenstone’s work influences top-level debate
about fuel economy, at the end of the day, the SAFE Rule
will impact people driving cars, too, by leading to more fuelefficient, climate-friendly vehicles.
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Energy in western Michigan held public meetings about their
long-term plans, the company made little effort to make these
meetings accessible to many of their customers.
“All of the meetings were held between 1 and 3 in the
afternoon,” Templeton said. “There are a lot of people
who are just not able to take off of work in the middle
of the day. Moreover, I don’t think there were any
translation services or childcare provided that would have
made it easier for all kinds of customers to attend.”
Since the Abrams Clinic began working with
Soulardarity, DTE has provided funding in support of
three community solar projects in the Detroit area and has
set up a low-income solar advisory board. Another major
achievement, Weinstock said, was bringing the testimony
of a low-income DTE customer to a Michigan Public
Service Commission proceeding, something that hadn’t
been done before.
“The testimony came from one of the members of
Soulardarity who was a customer in Highland Park,” he
said. “Bringing her story directly to the commission was
very powerful.”
Soulardarity’s Executive Director and Co-founder Jackson
Koeppel said that working with the Abrams Clinic has helped
them translate their broader goals into legal frameworks that

can have a real impact. It has also given the organization a
voice in formal legal proceedings surrounding solar power,
energy reliability, and energy justice.
“It’s been critical that the clinic is here to help us with
things like drafting letters, figuring out where they should
go in, and giving us the information we need to know how
to engage in these processes,” Koeppel said. “Because there’s
this collaborative relationship where they know what we want
and they know what our goals are, they can really help to do
those quick turnaround things and keep us in a process that
otherwise, just capacity-wise, we would be falling out of.”
A crucial first step in elevating the voices of their clients
in East Chicago, Parts said, was engaging in productive
dialogue with their clients and really learning to listen.
“I learned a lot about working with people who are on
the front line through Mark’s mentorship,” Parts said. “I
cannot say enough about how great he was at carefully
leading me and the other members of the team in engaging
in respectful, productive dialogue with the community
members in order to understand their needs and interests.
That was a formative part of my legal education and it’s
something that I’ve carried with me going forward.”
When the EPA proposed a method of stabilizing the
arsenic in East Chicago in 2017, a primary concern

On June 20, 2019, Soulardarity organized a rally in Detroit outside of a public hearing regarding DTE’s proposed Integrated Resource Plan.
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expressed gratitude for the Abrams Clinic’s legal support
and expertise, and their enthusiasm for the cause.
“I will forever be grateful for the work and support the
students and professors at the Abrams Environmental
Law Clinic have [provided] and continue to provide
the community of East Chicago, Indiana,” Locklear
said. “They have provided an invaluable service to the
[residents]. They are always enthusiastic about our
environmental justice cause and strive to provide us with
informative information. We could not have done it
without their support and knowledge.”
During the years the Abrams Clinic has worked in East
Chicago and Michigan, six students have conducted
cross-examinations of high-level utility executives. For
Weinstock, watching students grow and accomplish so
much during law school has been extremely rewarding.
“These sorts of cases provide incredible opportunities for
our students,” Weinstock said. “To watch a student prepare
for that sort of cross-examination, execute it, and do such a
wonderful job brings me tremendous pride as a teacher.”
When Sperry worked on the Soulardarity project, she
had to familiarize herself with Michigan’s complex utility
laws and regulations—it was a process that felt a lot like
learning a new language, she said. As a whole, her time in
the Abrams Clinic gave her many of the practical skills she
needed to be a lawyer, she said.
“Something that the clinic provides that you don’t
necessarily get in the classroom is experience with the
process side of being a lawyer,” Sperry said. “For example,
we dealt with a large number of exhibits when we were
bringing testimony for the utility proceedings. Just figuring
out: How do you keep track of hundreds of exhibits? How
do you make sure you get your testimony in before the
deadline? You need to get everything in order so that you’re
presenting quality work in the utility proceeding.”
Working with the East Chicago residents and
Soulardarity, Sperry said, she realized that there is no
environmental law without environmental justice.
“If we are not thinking about how our environmental
laws and policies affect those who’ve been most harmed by
environmental degradation in this country, we’re not really
addressing the main issues,” Sperry said. “If you want to
be an environmental lawyer, or really any kind of lawyer,
you have to be thinking about how law and policies have
and will continue to affect the people who are most likely
to be harmed by the policy. Every law student should be
thinking about how to solve these problems for lowincome and minority populations.”

Clinical Professor Robert Weinstock speaks to students during
2019 Orientation.

for residents was whether the method was safe and
effective, Parts said. After doing extensive research and
communicating with the EPA, students didn’t believe
it was the safest method. In some cases, they found,
the arsenic could be moved by the groundwater into
people’s basements, then sump pumps would move the
contaminated water into their yards and vegetable gardens.
“There were a lot of concerns there,” Parts said. “And
basically, we presented the question of whether it would
be best to contribute through public comments, whether
we could attempt to file a lawsuit, or whether there were
methods outside of the two of those. It was doing a lot of
the background and then being as transparent and clear as
we could about the factors we were considering.”
THE CLIENT AND STUDENT EXPERIENCES
A benefit of working with the communities in East
Chicago and Michigan long term is the positive clientattorney relationships that they’ve built over the years.
They’ve been able to develop a familiarity with their clients’
interests and concerns, as well as a strong sense of pride in
their accomplishments and growth, Weinstock said.
“We can work much more hand-in-glove with them,
because we have experience with what they want,
what they care about, and where they want to focus,”
Weinstock said. “It also means that we can react much
more quickly when something comes up.”
Another benefit, Templeton said, is their clients’ comfort
with and appreciation for working with students.
“It is really wonderful to have clients who want to work
with us over and over again,” he said. “And who really
believe in the importance of the student role—who enjoy
working with students and are excited work with students.”
Lori Locklear, who is a member of the East Chicago
Calumet Coalition – Community Advisory Group,
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Is This What

Democracy
Looks Like?

In the past four years, David Rubenstein,’73, has published three books of interviews. He has
interviewed CEOs and founders to dig deep into the concept of leadership, and he has interviewed our
greatest historians to more completely illuminate the American story. In his latest book, The American
Experiment, Rubenstein explores the notion of how America’s founding ideas and spirit have developed in
the arenas of democracy, culture, and innovation. Rubenstein writes that the factors that combined to
create the United States, which he thinks of as “America’s genes,” had to be “present in the right degree
at the right time [or] the country as we know it would not have been formed, survived, or evolved to its
current state.” Rubenstein lists 13 genes, the first of which is democracy. In this interview, Rubenstein
sits down with Tom Ginsburg, the Leo Spitz Professor of International Law, to discuss the history and
meaning of democracy and what he believes are the threats to its future.
the most? What’s the most surprising thing you learned
from these folks?
DR: This book is designed to say that the experiment,
which began at the Constitutional Convention, and with
the ratification of the Constitution, is one that’s still
ongoing. No one really expected at that time that it would
last as long as it has. Some people didn’t think it should
last more than 20 years—that was Thomas Jefferson. I
wouldn’t say anybody I interviewed was a surprise. One
anecdote I think is in the book that may be emblematic of
the problem we often have in learning history is that when
[historian] Jill Lepore went to talk about her book to some
kindergarten students, she asked them about the founding
fathers. She said to them, “What do you think about the
women in those days?” and the students said, “Well, there
were no women in those days.” Which reflects the fact
that men have been writing history for so many years.
Really the book is about how America is this experiment
that has worked better than some founding fathers

Tom Ginsburg: I want to start with you. How did you
get so interested in American history? Have you always
been interested in this, or did you come to it as an adult?
David Rubenstein: I was probably better in American
history than I was in science, and naturally you gravitate
to the things you’re better in. My love in life when I was
growing up was history and politics, and so I gravitated
toward wanting to work in government. I got a job working
at the White House when I was very young, and when you
work in the White House you do get a sense of history.
I’ve lived in Washington ever since I left the White
House in 1981, and living here you get a sense of history
as well. As a result of all that I guess I have a greater
interest in history than maybe the average person my age,
but it kind of came about by serendipity.
TG: With these books of interviews, and particularly the
one on “the American Experiment,” you’re really reaching
very broadly in terms of picking kinds of people to talk to.
Who is the person that you interviewed that surprised you
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thought, but still has not quite lived up to the rhetoric of
the founding fathers’ documents in many ways.
TG: You talk about that longevity and you use this
metaphor of “genes” that come together in this unique and
somewhat historically contingent way in the United States
to make the country what it is. Today we’re at this polarized
moment with deep anxieties on a lot of different fronts, and
I wonder if you think any of that is genetic as well.
DR: I used genes as a
metaphor to say that all
countries, like all people, have
genes. There are probably
thousands of American genes.
I listed 13 that I thought were
representative of the things in
this country that people tend
to agree on, though there are
obviously some exceptions.
I don’t know that there’s
David Rubenstein, ’73
any one gene that I think is
the most important American gene, but if I had to pick
one, it’s the belief that democracy is a better form of
government than any other form of government. We can
define democracy different ways, but I think most people
in this country would agree to that, whereas if you go to
the Middle East or China or many parts of the world,
they wouldn’t agree that democracy is the best form of
government—in fact they really argue strenuously that it’s
not. But you and I grew up believing that democracy was
probably the best form of government, and we probably
haven’t changed our minds, even though the views of
many citizens in this country about what democracy is
have changed dramatically.
TG: International organizations that rate democracies, as
well as the Economist, have now downgraded the United
States from being a full democracy to a flawed democracy
in recent years, reflecting some of our struggles. Do you
think that’s fair? What’s your view of the state of where we
are in our democratic experience?
DR: If you want to live in a democracy that is more of
a representative democracy than the United States, you
can find other countries, for sure. But if you want to live
in a gigantic economy that has all the other attributes and
virtues of the United States, there aren’t that many other
places you can live. It’s interesting that we have 46 million
immigrants in this country, and no other country in the
world has anything close to that. We have very few people
leaving the country, and almost nobody leaves for reasons
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other than taxes. People don’t leave because they don’t like
our democracy.
As a general rule, I think the democracy that we have
created is one that the founding fathers probably wouldn’t
completely recognize. They wouldn’t have thought the
Supreme Court would be as important as it has turned
out to be. And they probably didn’t expect the President
would have turned out to be as important as he or she has
turned out to be. But that’s
the reality. The democracy we
have now is probably under
greater challenge than at any
time since the early days of
the Great Depression, when
there were people who said that
capitalism and democracy had
failed, and we should go to a
different form of government.
But other than that, not since
Tom Ginsburg
the Civil War has the basic,
fundamental concept of our representative democracy
and the way we operate been so much under challenge.
Ironically, Donald Trump used to say he would look
good on Mount Rushmore. And now that I think about
it, maybe he’s right because he’s done more to energize
people about democracy than anybody I’ve ever met. As
you know, there is legislation now in Congress to change
some things about the way the presidency operates, which
he brought to our attention. In many ways, he taught
us some of the weaknesses in our democratic system,
unintentionally, of course, but if we can make some of the
changes that people are thinking about, it might actually
improve the democracy.
TG: When we look around the world and we look at
these cases where you have democratic backsliding and
then something happens to save the democracy, one of
the things that we focus on is the role of unelected actors
at those moments. For the politicians, it’s often not
incentive-compatible for them to save the democracy. It’s
these unsung bureaucrats—the people counting the votes
in November 2020, the Capitol police on January 6
and such—that turn on the rule-of-law gene that you
identified, the idea that you would just follow the law, no
matter where it leads. So how can we sustain that? Is that
sustainable, given the general declining trust that we see in
American institutions?
DR: The decline in trust is very disturbing. The
Congress is thought to be dysfunctional because it can’t

n

s p r i n g

202 2

democratic system to begin with. It was designed to keep
democracy from coming forward.
TG: Hopefully, we will be able to fix it. Let’s talk
about history. History itself has become a partisan battle,
highly polarized with state legislatures getting involved.
The way history is taught is a major, contentious issue in
our democratic politics today. Do you think we need a
founding myth to bring us together? Is it useful for such a
diverse people to have founding myths?

get anything done, but it’s really reflecting the country. I
think the country is split down the middle and, as a result,
things that we had accepted as normal we no longer do.
It used to be the case that after the Voting Rights Act
of 1965 that people would be able to vote in a relatively
unhampered way, but now we not only are not able to
pass an extension of the VRA, we are retrogressing in
many states. I’ve said before that if the Civil Rights Act of
1964 was put on
the floor of the
Congress today,
I don’t think
it could pass.
I like to think
that the 13th,
14th, and 15th
Amendments
could pass, but
I’m not even sure
about that. It’s
because members
of Congress
are so afraid of
social media on
their side of the
spectrum and
so afraid of not
being able to raise money from the far right or far left that
people are unwilling to do things that would seem to be
the most simple things in the world. How can you not
pass the 1964 Civil Rights Act or the 1965 Voting Rights
Act? But clearly we’re not going to do it.
TG: I do agree with you—I never thought of that before,
but it’s really, really disturbing in terms of how polarized
we’ve become.
DR: Take a look at what happened on January 6. At
some point we may celebrate “January the Sixth” the
way we celebrate “July the Fourth” because January 6 is a
wake-up day. It made us realize our democracy is subject
to enormous weaknesses. Let’s suppose Mike Pence had
said, “Donald Trump, I’ve listened to him for four years,
and I think he’s pretty persuasive, and I think he’s right.”
As you know, the Constitution decides that if you can’t
get a majority out of the Electoral College, you go to the
House of Representatives, and there, the majority of the
delegations were Republican. So Donald Trump could
well have been elected. The system we have has got lots
of flaws and the electoral system was not designed to be a
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“I used genes as a metaphor to say
that all countries, like all people,
have genes. There are probably
thousands of American genes.”
—David Rubenstein
DR: When you and I were in grade school, the founding
fathers were treated like religious figures. They were
thought to be, while not perfect, they were the people
that gave us this country. Now there are people on the
left who think that we should tear down the Washington
Monument or the Jefferson Memorial because they
were slave owners. You also have people on the right
who basically think that if you try to teach people about
slavery even in as bipartisan way as possible that that is
considered inappropriate. There’s legislation in Congress
right now—a billion-dollar bill—to provide civic
education throughout the country, and it’s not likely to
pass because the critical race theory concerns have blocked
the Republicans from being willing to endorse this in any
meaningful way. When this country was created, we had a
fatal flaw, a birth defect called slavery, and we’re still living
with it because much of what is going on now is about
race. Much of the concern is about the fact that minorities
are increasing at a population rate faster than Whites are,
and the result is that we will be a minority-White country
about 20 years from now. People see their power and
authority being taken away and there’s resistance to it.
TG: We have some states that are already majorityminority. In California, for example, Hispanics are the
plurality. At the the other end we have some relatively
homogenous states where you have culture wars that are
completely heated up. Do you think that we’re going to
see increasing heterogeneity across states in the future with
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much more than ours has been changed. If I could
change any one thing, it would be to figure out a way to
eliminate money from politics and campaigns. Because
what’s happened now is that some members of the House,
particularly, are spending 40 percent to 50 percent of their
time raising money. Why? Having more money scares
off opponents, having more money enables you to buy
subcommittees and committee chairmanships, having
more money enables you to run a better or more financed
campaign. Most importantly, now there’s no limit to
how much money you can take away. Theoretically, you
don’t use it for political purposes, but it’s a very elastic
definition. So members of Congress are spending all this
time raising money and they have to raise it from people
on the far left or from the far right. Nobody is raising
money from people in the center. And the far right and the
far left are very small percentages of the overall electorate,
and these are the people who are funding probably more
than half of the money used in election campaigns. If I
could change anything in the Constitution, it would be
to find a way to eliminate money in our campaigns, and
you’d see the country would be so much different.
TG: I want to come back to free speech and in the
particular context of academia. Freedom of expression
and freedom of inquiry are core values of this university.
You’ve played a leadership role at several institutions of
higher education. How do you see the role of universities
in democracy at our current moment when we’re in what
some have called a “posttruth society”? Do we have any
special duties or obligations at this moment?
DR: I really value universities, because I think they are
national assets. We are the envy of the world in higher
education. But universities have their flaws, of course,
and among them is that they are not all willing to let
everybody speak when things that certain people are going
to say are unpopular. The University of Chicago has stood
out as the beacon among great universities as being willing
to let people speak even when they’re saying something
unpopular. But in certain well-known universities, you
can’t get certain speakers on the campus without protests,
which may even result in violence or cancellation of
the speech. It’s a sad situation. Universities should be
leading in this area, and in some cases we’re not leading
anymore. The University of Chicago under Bob Zimmer’s
leadership and some of his predecessors has really been a
stalwart in this area. If the University of Chicago is known
for anything, other than rigorously intellectual inquiry, it
is that it really believes in the right to free speech and free

regard to the quality of our democracy and our shared
understandings of the nature of the country?
DR: When John Kennedy ran for president, Richard
Nixon said, “I’m going to campaign in all 50 states.” John
Kennedy campaigned in about 45 of them. And the reason
they did that was it wasn’t clear how every state would go.
Today it’s clear how every state will go with the exception
of no more than eight. So this country has become a
situation where each state is a different country unto itself.
In California, anything conservative is not going to get
done. In Alabama, anything liberal isn’t going to get done.

“If I could change anything
in the Constitution, it would be
to find a way to eliminate
money in our campaigns, and
you’d see the country would be
so much different.”
—David Rubenstein
Each of these states are like their own countries, and they
just have different genes than other states. Surprisingly, it’s
not homogenized. Anybody can go across any state border,
anybody can live wherever they want, but people who are
conservative have tended to gravitate to the southern states,
and people who are liberals have tended to gravitate to the
coasts, and it doesn’t seem to be changing very much.
TG: In some sense we’re a bunch of different countries.
DR: If Roe v. Wade is overturned, that will bring home
to even more people how the states are really like little
countries. If you’re poor and you live in a state that’s against
abortion, you’re going to have to travel outside of the state
or you can’t get or can’t afford the abortion. The country
has lots of flaws in the way we’re operating right now, but I
don’t see it changing anytime soon. If Donald Trump were
to disappear from the scene, while he’s the ringleader, there
always will be somebody that can replace him.
TG: This may be an unfair question to you, but if you
could change one thing in the Constitution, is there
something you would change to save our democracy, to
put it on stronger footing?
DR: It’s very difficult, as you know, to change the
Constitution. Most constitutions have been changed
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expression. I think that’s an important tradition that we
want to continue. I wish other universities were as bold in
this area as the University of Chicago has been.
TG: Sometimes we get the feeling that we can come up
with great research, but it would just get drowned in the
public debate by the social media and such in the current
media environment.
DR: In my book, I commissioned a public survey of
American people by the Harris Poll organization and
asked what were the most important rights and things
that made people proud about being American. The
highest right that people thought was important to being
an American was the right to free speech. I wouldn’t have
thought that was as important as the right to vote or the
right to equal opportunities, but the right to free speech
was the most important thing that Americans cited.
TG: Why do you think, then, that the culture seems to
be pushing against that with so-called cancel culture—
seeming to be so willing to attack people when they do
engage in expression?
DR: In this society, everybody has a megaphone as a
result of social media. And everybody feels that they’re
entitled to do what they want to do, and we haven’t
seen any social penalty for saying or doing outrageous
things, by and large. So it’s an unusual phenomenon
where people are upset about the country in many ways,
but they don’t seem to be able to express in an articulate
way what it is they exactly want to do, and why they
think that everybody should listen to what they want.
We don’t listen to people as much as we used to, and the
cancel culture on the left and right means, “Let’s get rid
of anything we don’t agree with.” Throughout organized
history, every generation has said, “Wow, we were great,
but the people coming after us, they’re not going to be
as good and the country or civilization is going to fall
apart.” This has been going on for thousands of years, and
I suspect it will go on for another couple thousand. So, as
two people who have gray hair, you and I, we are saying,
“This country’s falling apart and look how bad it is.” The
truth is, 20 years from now, our successors will probably
say the same thing. This is a cycle that goes on for a
while—are we worse off now than we were 20 years ago?
I think we are worse off in things like cancel culture and
worse off in in being unwilling to let people exercise some
of their basic rights.
TG: At the end of the day, are you optimistic or
pessimistic about the future of our democracy?
DR: I think anybody that’s an entrepreneur or been
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reasonably successful in their professional life is probably
an optimist. Generally people who are successful probably
are optimistic because they feel they got something done.
They moved forward, they saw how they could change
things, and they therefore think that it pays to be an
optimist, not a pessimist. Therefore, I probably have a bias
toward thinking that we’ll sort these problems out and,
ultimately, the country will survive. But I probably am less
optimistic than I was 10 years ago in many ways, in part
because the events of January 6 and all the surrounding
events make me realize that democracy is very fragile. We
could easily have had a different outcome in the election if
January 6 had been different.
TG: I have a broader question about two of your genes.
One of them is capitalism, and we carry the water globally
on the importance of capitalism. And the other is equality.
The relationship between wealth inequality and democracy
is a fundamental debate in democratic theory going back
to the ancient Greeks: how do you ensure that some
people don’t speak more than others?
Are the genes compatible? How do we sort out the
tensions between those two genes?
DR: They’re not necessarily all compatible, no, of course
not. Thomas Jefferson did a great thing with his Preamble,
because it inspired people around the world and in this
country to think that they have equal rights. But there never
have been equal rights for all people, and I’m not sure we’re
ever going to get it. Obviously when Jefferson wrote that
famous sentence he was thinking about all White Christian
men. He wasn’t thinking about people who were Jewish,
wasn’t thinking about people who were Black, and he
wasn’t thinking about women. But because he didn’t
specifically say that, that language has taken on a meaning
of its own and now we’re trying to live up to it. While most
people will give lip service to the fact that they think that
everybody should have equal rights, many people are not
really willing to allow that to happen, to be honest. The
rhetoric of the founding fathers is much better than the
reality. One of the interesting things I’ve often thought
about is how would the Constitution be different if, today,
you took 55 White, Black, and Brown men and women
from all parts of the country and of all economic statures
and religions and put them together—what kind of
constitution would you come up with? Because we’ve been
living for a few hundred years with a Constitution that
White propertied educated Christian men came up with. I
just wonder what the government would look like if we had
a much more diverse kind of Constitutional Convention.
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ENRICHING THE

EXCHANGE

		
PROFESSOR RANDAL PICKER’S SUMMER
		
ANTITRUST SEMINAR PUT 24 ALUMNI OF
			
DIFFERENT AGES AND EXPERTISE IN ONE VIRTUAL
			
CLASSROOM. TOGETHER THEY CREATED A VIBRANT
				 INTELLECTUAL COMMUNITY.
				

By Becky Beaupre Gillespie

I

t was a summer evening and Professor Randal C. Picker,
’85, was presiding over an expansive 95-minute Zoom
debate about antitrust policy, the fourth session in a sixweek seminar held exclusively for Law School alumni.
Thunderstorms were brewing in Hyde Park as he guided
nearly two dozen participants in a conversation that
zipped from predatory pricing to whether Facebook had
become—or was even capable of becoming—a speechdampening monopoly. But onscreen, the sun was visible
behind a couple of participants, and their Zoom boxes
formed a collage marked not only by their varied locales,
which stretched from East Coast to West Coast, but by
the range in experience and expertise informing their
exchange. Assembled alumni included antitrust lawyers
at the beginnings of their careers, several with many years
of experience in the field, and some whose careers rarely
touched the topic. There was an Israeli attorney who earned
his LLM in 2021, a telecommunications company lobbyist,
and the host of a political interview show. Some participants
were former students of Picker’s. One was Picker’s former
Law School classmate. Another graduated from the Law
School in 1955, four years before Picker’s birth.
“I don’t know that we’ve ever had this kind of acrossgraduation-year substantive interaction with our alums,”
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Picker said of the seminar, which used as its central text
the 2021 book Antitrust: Taking on Monopoly Power from
the Gilded Age to the Digital Age by Picker’s Law School
classmate Senator Amy Klobuchar, ’85. “It was really
pretty amazing.”
The series represented a new category of educational
outreach: this wasn’t like a law school course, filled with
students who are new to legal thinking, and it wasn’t like
a one-time Faculty Masterclass at Reunion. It didn’t even
feel like the Massive Open Online Course (MOOC) that
Picker taught in 2015; that had drawn tens of thousands of
viewers from around the world but lacked real-time debate.
Instead, the summer alumni seminar was a cerebral romp
untethered by geography, legal practice area, or age—and
made possible, in part, by the webcams and Zoom accounts
that became so ubiquitous during the pandemic.
“Before this, I hadn’t ever had an opportunity to be
in class with such a wide variety of people in various
industries, who are in different stages of their careers,
and who have varying levels of expertise on the subject,”
said Karice Rhule, ’16, a New Jersey–based attorney who
works in-house at Johnson & Johnson. “I don’t think this
combination could have easily been replicated elsewhere.
What Randy did is rare.”
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Levi,” Lichtman said. “That antitrust lawyer, by the way, was
[future US Supreme Court Justice] John Paul Stevens.”
There aren’t many opportunities for that sort of
intergenerational story sharing among unrelated alumni, said
Picker, the James Parker Hall Distinguished Service Professor
of Law, who made it a point to ask Lichtman about the LeviDirector class at one point during the seminar.
“We had people in the room who had touched that
history at different times,” he said. It enabled them all, he

When someone mentioned recent litigation involving the
social media site Parler, one of the participants shared insights
based on his firm’s involvement in the case. When the
Federal Communication Commission’s now-defunct Fairness
Doctrine came up, a retired appellate lawyer who had
litigated Fairness Doctrine cases in the late 1960s spoke up.
These contributions added a richness to the discussion,
participants said—a way of connecting their debates to
the real world, not just now, but over time. The group’s
political diversity, and their differing takes on Klobuchar’s
ideas, often led to robust exchange. And the Law School’s
historic eminence in antitrust scholarship factored in,
too, with participants exploring not only the history of
antitrust policy in the US but the history of antitrust
teaching at the Law School.
“You would get, ‘When I was here [Professor] Aaron
Director did this,’ or ‘When I was here, [Professor] Bill
Landes or [Professor] Andy Rosenfield did that,’” said
Richard Leverett, ’10, a director of external and legislative
affairs for AT&T. “We [talked about] who taught what
when—there was sometimes a 20-year gap between
participants who’d had the same professor—and we’d
hear what they learned from that professor and what their
perspective was. It enriched the experienced overall.”
Robert Lichtman, ’55, for instance, had taken the
Antitrust class cotaught by legendary professors Edward
Levi and Aaron Director—a course often celebrated as
one of the greatest Law School classes of all time. Levi and
Director, both well respected, often disagreed; it was a
central feature of their collaboration.
“Levi was a very forceful figure . . . and Director was
straight Chicago School of Economics,” Lichtman recalled
one day several weeks after the seminar had concluded.
“I remember . . . reading cases about practices like resale
price fixing and tying arrangements, which Director said
wouldn’t happen because companies wouldn’t maximize
profits if they engaged in those practices. But we were
reading these cases [in which this did] happen, and Levi was
kind of sharp with Director. Director retreated to the back
row of the classroom, I think to avoid Levi’s criticism.”
Lichtman, a retired lawyer and the author of three
books, chuckled as he remembered the dynamic between
the two scholars.
“It was an excellent course,” he added. And one he
hadn’t taken until his 3L year. During Lichtman’s 2L
year, Levi hadn’t been teaching and Director was instead
joined by “some downtown antitrust lawyer in his 30s.”
“I’m sure he was a very good antitrust lawyer, but I wanted
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“Before this, I hadn’t ever had
an opportunity to be in class with
such a wide variety of people in
various industries, who are in
different stages of their careers,
and who have varying levels of
expertise on the subject,”
—Karice Rhule, ’16
added, to briefly touch that history, too. “We were seeing
that connectedness and those intellectual bonds stretching
across the Law School over an extended period of time.”
ANOTHER MODE OF TEACHING
Unexpected connections and opportunities to engage with
people of varied perspectives and experience are important
avenues of learning, and Picker had been eager to see how
that would play out over the course of the seminar.
The Law School’s Office of External Affairs developed
and ran the seminar as an opportunity for alumni to
engage academically with a member of the faculty. Picker
shared that mission and was drawn by the chance to
further explore how digital platforms allow institutions to
widen the boundaries of academic discussion. He has long
nurtured a fascination with pedagogy: How do we learn
and process ideas? How can digital platforms be used not
just as substitutes but as valuable avenues for substantive
exchange? What techniques allow a professor to go from
imparting information to expanding the mind—and how
might that shift with audience and medium?
In the classroom, Picker moves and engages; he sets aside
time for students to “talk to their neighbors” to develop,
test, and expand ideas, and to help information find a more
permanent home in the brain. When he taught his MOOC,
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he devoted time to thinking about what would translate via
video: he considered movement, props, lighting, and even
his hand gestures. He and his team discussed ideal segment
length and whether to release the series episode by episode
or all at once. (They chose the
latter, and some fans binged the
MOOC in a matter of days.)
The MOOC, filmed in
a studio on campus in the
spring of 2015 and released
that summer, was satisfying
in its reach but felt like a
one-way street. It turned
out to be fairly distinct from
the experience Picker would
Karice Rhule, ’16
have five years later when he
and his colleagues suddenly found themselves teaching
Law School classes via Zoom. Engagement was not only
a possibility but a necessity
as classes made the sudden
pivot to remote format in the
spring of 2020, and Picker
immediately began thinking
about how to create an
effective virtual classroom.
He used breakout rooms as
a proxy for his live “talk to
your neighbor” segments and
experimented with new ways of
Richard Leverett, ’10
keeping the conversation flowing
online. As Zoom technology evolved, he thought about how
to arrange participant windows on his screen and whether he
should spotlight key speakers.
The antitrust seminar was
a chance for Picker to iterate
on these previous experiences,
blending the interactive
nature of the classroom with the
geographic breadth of
a MOOC or a webinar.
Webinars, in particular, had
underscored for him the value
of dialogue. The MOOC, at
Robert Lichtman, ’55
least, was meant to be filmed
in advance. But a webinar has a real-time, but generally
passive, audience. Early in the pandemic, Picker had
participated in a Brazilian conference, reaching 1,500
people whose faces he couldn’t see as he spoke. “It was a
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good talk, but it was soul sucking,” he said. “I couldn’t see
anybody—it was like one of these Twilight Zone episodes
when the last person on the planet is just standing there.”
He knew this summer alumni seminar needed to include
human connection, so he structured the entire series with
engagement in mind. During each of the six sessions, eight
of the participants were required to write a 500-word blog
post based on the roughly 60 pages Picker had assigned
that week. That meant each participant was “on call”
during two sessions, serving as a leader in the discussion.
The sessions ran a full 90 minutes, not including a fiveminute break in the middle, with Picker acting as maestro
throughout. He guided the discussions, always keeping an eye
on the “raise hand” icons and regularly rattling off the names of
those who would speak next. Occasionally, a few participants
would stick around at the end of the Zoom to continue the
conversation—“an after-party of sorts,” Picker said.
COMMON GROUND
As it turned out, the group’s major commonality—a
University of Chicago Law School education—was
as valuable as their differences. The discussions, some
participants said, were like returning to Hyde Park; it was
a luxury to convene for the sole purpose of unpacking
ideas, UChicago-style.
In the professional world, “you don’t necessarily get
the same intellectual stimulation or have the same deep
conversations you get from hanging around with folks at
U of C,” Leverett said. “I think the class did that a lot, and
it allowed us to take a deeper dive in a way that I think
that sometimes only we can.”
Rhule enrolled for that reason, too; exploring the
nuances of antitrust policy with fellow alums sounded
invigorating and fun. Besides, she’d already missed one
opportunity to study the topic with Picker, and she didn’t
want to bypass another.
When she was a third-year student, Rhule signed up for
Picker’s Antitrust class and, although she loved the first
session, she ultimately decided to take a mergers-andacquisitions seminar, thinking that it would more closely
align with her future work.
“Famous last words,” she said, laughing. Not long out of
law school, as a law firm associate, she was assigned to do
antitrust work related to the AT&T/Time Warner merger
and ultimately became a member of the firm’s trial team,
representing Time Warner in the US Department of Justice’s
lawsuit to block the merger on antitrust grounds. She found
her time on the antitrust team intellectually captivating, and
although antitrust isn’t a daily part of her current work, she
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“When you’re a student, you don’t know as much—that’s
just the stage of life you’re at,” Picker said. “But [in the
alumni seminar], these were people who knew things, who
have these different experiences and could draw on those
experiences. That’s a different room atmosphere. Instead of
‘This is how I imagine it might be,’ we had people who said,
‘Well, I’ve done this, and this is how it actually is.’”
In the end, this is what made the seminar a success,
Picker and others said: it was the people in the room.
“We had this group of people who wanted to seriously
engage, who had this common background as University of
Chicago Law School graduates, and who had very different
life experiences, and we brought them all together to have
these targeted conversations about a topic that I care a lot
about—and that obviously many of them care about, too,”
Picker said. “I have not had that kind of situation in my
career before. It was a really special treat.”

still loves thinking and talking about these issues, particularly
with people outside her typical professional sphere.
“I’ve seen antitrust law through a corporate lens, and I
normally talk about antitrust with other corporate lawyers,
and so for me one of my favorite aspects [of the seminar]
was hearing from people who view it through a scholarly
lens,” Rhule said. “There was one participant [who teaches
at a law school] and it was nice to hear her perspective. We
had someone else who works in government, and he sees
it through that lens. There were people who, because of
their experience, were able to correct misconceptions that
I admittedly had. It’s not very often that we get to step
out of our own little bubble like that. It definitely gave me
more depth and breadth of thinking on the subject.”
For Picker, who has studied and taught antitrust law for
years, the opportunity to explore the topic with alumni
provided a satisfaction that complemented his experiences
teaching students.

Randal Picker filmed his MOOC in 2015 in an on-campus studio.
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Law School Unveils
Oil Painting of
Earl B. Dickerson, 1920,
by Chicago Artist
Portrait Caps Centennial Celebration
By Becky Beaupre Gillespie

W

hen the University of Chicago Law School
commissioned artist Shawn Michael Warren to
paint a portrait of its first Black JD graduate,
Warren turned first to a stack of reading and then began
visiting the library. The story of Earl Burrus Dickerson,
1920, wasn’t immediately familiar; Dickerson, after all, is
a local figure who was well known in the 20th century but
whose remarkable life was never stamped into the collective
memory.
But interpreting history and sharing stories about
communities of color is Warren’s central artistic passion—it
was a reason a local gallery recommended him to the Law
School as perfect for the project. So, before long, Warren
was steeped in the late Dickerson’s many accomplishments:
a successful US Supreme Court argument that helped end
racially restrictive covenants; roles on the national board
of the NAACP, President Franklin D. Roosevelt’s Fair
Employment Practices Committee, and the Chicago City
Council; decades of leadership at a Chicago-based insurance
company that expanded economic opportunities for African
Americans; and more.
In September, Warren joined University of Chicago
Provost Ka Yee C. Lee and Law School Dean Thomas
J. Miles at a ceremony unveiling the 48-inch by 36-inch
oil-on-canvas painting, which depicts Dickerson posing
formally before a white marble fireplace in his home office.
Behind him are shelves lined with books. The event marked
the finale in a yearlong centennial celebration that included a
two-part conference on Dickerson’s life and work, as well as
other events aimed at exploring and highlighting his legacy.
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“Mr. Dickerson paved the way for many other talented
Black lawyers from historically underrepresented
communities to attend the Law School . . . [and] his life
and legacy have had a lasting impact on the Law School,
its students, and alumni,” Lee told students, faculty, staff,
and guests in the Law School auditorium. “The inclusion
of his portrait in the halls of this building, next to portraits
of renowned leaders of legal scholarship and teaching, is
especially significant. This is the first portrait of an African
American to be displayed in this building, and the first
portrait of someone who did not teach at the Law School.
This reflects the impact of Mr. Dickerson’s influence
and signifies the University’s commitment to advancing
his legacy.”
The portrait joins the Law School’s collection of other
portraits, including renderings of Soia Menschikoff, Ernst
Freund, Bernard Meltzer, Harry A. Kalven Jr., James
Parker Hall, and longtime dean Edward Levi. It hangs
near Classroom II.
“Today, we take an important step in making our
understanding of the history of our school fuller and, in
so doing, making a better present and future,” said Dean
Thomas J. Miles, the Clifton R. Musser Professor of Law
and Economics. “Viewing the portrait should make us
remember Mr. Dickerson’s courage in attending this Law
School. It should strengthen our belief in the importance
of the law and the legal system. It should remind us of
the importance of ideas and thinking and learning deeply
about law. Viewing it should inspire us as to what the
legal system can accomplish, and to what our students can
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achieve with the education they receive here. As [historian
and former University of Chicago professor] John Hope
Franklin said, ‘Good history is a good foundation for a
better present and future.’”
Warren—whose work includes a mural interpreting the
1921 Black Wall Street massacre in Tulsa, Oklahoma; an oilon-linen portrait of Malcolm X; and a 300-foot by 26-foot
West Loop mural featuring Oprah—said he hopes that his
Dickerson portrait will bring “great honor to Mr. Dickerson,
his legacy, his family, his fraternity, and this institution.”
Several members of Kappa Alpha Psi fraternity, which
helped support the creation of the portrait, attended the
event. Dickerson helped charter the fraternity’s Beta chapter
at the University of Illinois, helped found the organization’s
first alumni group, and later served as the historically Black
fraternity’s grand polemarch, or national president.
“He was a big pillar in the Kappa Alpha Psi fraternity
and is still quite revered and well respected,” Warren said.
Also attending the event were Andre and Frances
Guichard, the owners of Gallery Guichard, a Bronzeville
gallery that features multicultural artists specializing

in the art of the African diaspora and emerging and
underrepresented artists. They recommended Warren to
paint the Dickerson portrait.
As he introduced Warren, Andre Guichard, a member of
Kappa Alpha Psi, noted that their first gallery, at 35th and
South Dr. Martin Luther King Drive, was in the building
once inhabited by Supreme Life Insurance Company,
where Dickerson worked. That knowledge, he told the
audience, “gave me great pride.”
Bringing Dickerson to Life
Warren told the crowd that he encountered several
challenges in painting Dickerson, the most difficult of
which was capturing Dickerson’s essence.
“A likeness can be captured well but it can still be devoid
of the subject’s spirit,” said Warren, who studied at the
American Academy of Art in Chicago and the Florence
Academy of Art in Italy. “One of the most difficult tasks to
perform as a portrait artist is to paint life and character into
a portrait, especially when the subject is no longer with us.”
In addition to reading about Dickerson’s work and life,
Warren studied hundreds of photographs of Dickerson

Sharon Fairley, Thomas J. Miles, William Hubbard, and Richard McAdams unveil the portrait during a ceremony in the Law School’s
auditorium.
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because he was seen as too militant for their liking. I
wanted to depict him as very strong, very stoic, and a very
unwavering man. But he was also elegant and . . . I wanted
to show that as well.”
Sharon Fairley, a professor from practice at the Law
School who planned the centennial conference with
professors William Hubbard and Richard McAdams, joined
Hubbard in sharing a bit about Dickerson and his legacy.
“For me, the biggest takeaway is that the law, when
combined with perseverance and strategic vision, is
tremendously powerful in its ability to break down the
structures that drive racial inequity,” she said.
Warren said he was glad that his work will help boost
recognition for Dickerson’s influence and contributions.
“Not many people know of Mr. Dickerson, but he was
larger than life in a lot of different ways, and he was a very
brilliant man,” Warren said. “And when it comes to [the
stories of] African Americans, particularly from earlier
decades, it’s important that they are told and publicized
and more well known. It is an honor to be a part of
carrying his story on.”

at the Carter G. Woodson Regional Library at 95th and
Halsted, searching in particular for color images that
would give a fuller sense of Dickerson’s appearance.
“The first big hurdle was the fact that most of the photos
[of Dickerson] are black and white,” Warren said. “At first I
thought about doing it as a drawing, but I wanted to bring
him to life, I wanted to do it as a painting. And I wanted
it to [fit with] all the other portraits in the Law School.
Fortunately, there were some color photos of him in his
later years, and I was able to determine his skin color.”
The next question was the painting’s background.
Should Warren place him in his office at Supreme Life?
In the law library? Warren finally settled on Dickerson’s
home office. He painted Dickerson, who died in 1986,
in a fine suit adorned with a pocket square and a Kappa
Alpha Psi lapel pin. Dickerson’s expression is serious and
thoughtful, a nod to his strength and intellect.
“Dickerson was a Renaissance man in a lot of different
ways,” Warren said. “At one point he was on FDR’s
[committee] that dealt with racial discrimination in
the workplace, and Dickerson was not reelected to it

At the unveiling event, artist Shawn Michael Warren told the audience that he wanted to depict Dickerson as “very strong, very stoic, and
a very unwavering man. But he was also elegant and ... I wanted to show that as well.”
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Unraveling an American Story
By Becky Beaupre Gillespie

Professor Aziz Huq set out to write his newest book, The
Collapse of Constitutional Remedies, prepared to confront
revered narratives about the federal judiciary—a project that
meant taking on ideals that had once occupied a cherished
spot in his own conception of the American legal system.
His aim was to offer a deeper and more nuanced account
than the “haloed imagining” Americans knew and scholars
lauded. The story of the federal
courts as politically independent
protectors of individual rights
felt out of sync with recent US
Supreme Court rulings that
shielded police and other state
actors from civil claims of abuse.
In fact, he would ultimately
conclude, the federal courts have
failed to protect the powerless
from government misconduct—
all while making it easier for the
powerful to push back against
Aziz Huq
government regulation. Today,
most individual constitutional wrongs that reach a federal
court yield no remedy, he said.
“I have a personal deep commitment to ideas about the
rule of law—and I had always made assumptions about
what that means in practice,” said Huq, a leading expert of
constitutional law who began his career clerking on the US
Court of Appeals and then on the US Supreme Court.
But in recent years, he felt a growing dissonance between
that vision and the practical reality, particularly when
teaching Federal Courts, a law school class that examines the
remedies for the violation of constitutional rights. Many of
his students seemed dispirited by the expectation gap as well.
“I think that I, like many people, had not sufficiently
examined the relationship between what you might call my
capital-letter ‘Ideals’ and the actual institutional practices
that have developed as ways of meeting those ideals,” said
Huq, the Frank and Bernice J. Greenberg Professor of
Law. “This book was an exercise in trying to work through
misunderstandings that I probably had—and that I don’t
think were particularly different from other people’s.”
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In the past 40 years, the Supreme Court has gradually
narrowed constitutional remedies for civil rights violations,
limiting individuals’ access to the federal courts and
making it harder to seek redress when government actors—
including the police—engage in violence or coercion. These
changes arrived quietly, through a series of decisions that
left the rights themselves intact but created barriers that
rendered some nearly
impossible to enforce.
“I think a widely
shared assumption
is that the rule of
law is associated
with the role of
courts in vindicating
constitutional rights,”
Huq said. “I think it’s
important for people
to understand that
that’s not the case—
and not because of
any kind of failure to
announce rights, but
because there aren’t
mechanisms to vindicate them.”
The consequences have been devastating, said Huq, who
wrote much of The Collapse of Constitutional Remedies
(Oxford University Press) during the summer of 2020,
amid Black Lives Matter protests, which he attended
with his sons, and vigorous academic debates about
police accountability that were organized in the wake
of the George Floyd killing. The dearth of remedies for
state violence likely has emboldened police and other
state actors, he said—and it has sown public fear, further
degrading relationships between institutions and the
communities they serve.
“Today, by and large, the state wields its hobnailed boot
and billy club with no fear at all of reprisal or reproach,”
Huq wrote.
He offered several examples throughout the book. In one
case, police turned dogs loose on a homeless man who was
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liberal and conservative justices. This seems less surprising
when one again considers the federal courts’ incomplete
separation from politics, Huq said: it evolved as an arm of
the state, one that arguably has an interest not in protecting
individual rights, but in protecting the state.
“The project of rights defense is labor intensive. It
imperils the judiciary’s prestige and position by putting it at
cross purposes with the coercive state upon which it relies
to enforce its orders,” Huq wrote. “Remedies, in short, are
at odds with the political economy that binds the federal
judiciary into a larger national state.”
That same institutional design, however, primed the federal
judiciary to consider structural claims of overregulation—
claims that fit a different set of goals, have evolved with fewer
barriers, and tend to come from more powerful litigants.

accused of attempted burglary. The man, who said he was
raising his hands in surrender, was taken to the hospital
with bite wounds. The lower courts sided with police,
applying the doctrine of qualified immunity, which protects
government agents from all but the most extraordinary
claims of misconduct. The US Supreme Court declined to
hear the man’s appeal.
In another case, police shot a woman who was holding
a knife in her yard; the officer claimed that she failed to
drop the knife when instructed. The district court also
cited qualified immunity, a decision the Court of Appeals
overturned. The Supreme Court, in a summary reversal—
without written briefs or oral arguments—sided with the
officer, saying that it would not have been obvious to him
that his actions were unconstitutional.
Understanding the Bigger Picture
The doctrine of qualified immunity well illustrates the
larger pattern, Huq noted. Despite its frequent use, the
doctrine has little statutory or constitutional basis, he
argued. Instead, it evolved over 20 years via a series of
decisions, some featuring relatively trivial facts. (One of the
cases involved high school sophomores who spiked punch
at an after-school event and then contested their expulsion,
a claim the Court ultimately dismissed, saying school
officials had acted in good faith.)
At the same time, the federal courts have allocated
resources to carving out remedial pathways for betterresourced plaintiffs making different sorts of claims—
namely those seeking relief from government regulation
using arguments centered on separation of power, states’
rights, or other structural limits on government activity.
The gap in outcomes, Huq said, reflects both a recent rise
in conservative federal court appointments as well as the
federal judiciary’s historic role as an interdependent part of
the political economy.
To understand how, he said, one must begin with
the vagueness of the Constitution’s Article III, which
established the federal courts but failed to anticipate the
ways in which legislators and presidents would use the
courts to further their political agendas. The judiciary—
appointed by presidents, confirmed by the US Senate—has
never been truly independent. Instead, it ebbs and flows
with societal shifts and changing politics—reflecting, for
instance, a rising fear over crime, immigration, or the costs
of desegregation and the subsequent efforts to curb them.
But partisan goals account for only part of the story;
some of the remedial barriers received support from both
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“Today, by and large, the state
wields its hobnailed boot and billy
club with no fear at all of reprisal
or reproach.” —Aziz Huq
“What we are seeing is that the courts’ time and resources are
being allocated to certain groups and not to others,” Huq said.
“There’s a quite predictable patterning in who’s at the sharp
end of the state’s nightstick and who is being regulated.”
Despite this, the idealized story of the federal judiciary
persists, with lawyers, scholars, and the judges themselves
venerating the courts’ role in creating certain rights without
critically examining its efforts to support those rights, he said.
“Too many think of the Court principally in terms of its
role in school desegregation, and pay culpably little heed to
the highly regressive ways in which the Court has protected
and enabled the despotic state more recently,” he wrote.
His hope is to help readers see past the common narrative
so they can more carefully consider the federal courts’ effect
on American society.
“We’re in a moment in the United States where there
are these sharp divisions over what we expect of our
institutions,” he said. “And part of the project here is to
really think hard about the history and development of
institutions in a way that moves us out of the realm of
abstraction and offers a more concrete sense about what it
is we’re [actually seeing].”
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What If We Each Had Our Own Laws?
By Becky Beaupre Gillespie

Right now, posted speed limits apply to all drivers, regardless
of individual experience and skill. In the United States,
the wealthy and the poor pay the same parking fines, even
though a $100 penalty is likely to have a greater effect on
the latter. Individuals of differing abilities face the same
minimum-age limits on activities like alcohol consumption,
employment, and driving; consumer protections apply
regardless of vulnerability and need; and borrowers receive—
and often fail to read—the same
long list of loan disclosures.
But what if laws weren’t quite
so . . . uniform? What if the
rules and regulations governing
our lives were more like tailored
suits, customized by algorithms
to account for individual
preferences, skills, experience,
traits, needs, and behavior—and
calibrated to reduce accidents,
inequality, crime, unnecessary
costs, information overload, and
Omri Ben-Shahar
more? Would you want your
own laws? And perhaps more importantly: Would the system
be more effective, more efficient, and more equitable—or
would it become a Big Brotherly invasion of privacy in which
existing biases continue to reign, human judgment becomes
relegated to machines, and savvy swindlers game the system?
These are the questions Professor Omri Ben-Shahar, the
University of Chicago’s Leo and Eileen Herzel Professor of
Law, and Ariel Porat, the president of Tel Aviv University
and a longtime UChicago Law faculty visitor, ask in a new
book aimed at jumpstarting a conversation that is both
difficult and timely.
Prediction algorithms are already being used to aid in
criminal sentencing, and simple computer-generated legal
advice is available online. Personalization is, increasingly, a
part of life, and given the fast-rising ability to gather, store,
and interpret vast amounts of individual data, the ability to
create customized laws could soon follow.
If we can navigate the pitfalls, the authors argue, we might
finally create a legal system that “treats people as individuals
not a population.”
“Uniformity and equality under the law is a myth,”
said Ben-Shahar, a leading expert in contracts, consumer
protections, and law and economics and the coauthor of
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Personalized Law: Different Rules for Different People (Oxford
University Press). “When we talk about laws to protect the
weak, we’re thinking about specific populations who are
being treated unfairly or hurt in some way. But then we
give the protections to everyone, and people who are more
sophisticated and educated and affluent enjoy the protections
disproportionately more. [The typical response then] is to
say we need to restore uniformity. But we don’t need more
uniformity, we need to
embrace differentiated
treatment—but in a
way that’s good rather
than broken.”
In recent years, BenShahar, Porat, and
other legal scholars
have begun to imagine
the possibilities:
personalized speed
limits delivered
directly to each driver,
consumer protections
that target those most
in need, and tailored
default rules designed
to more accurately
predict an individual’s preferences. In Porat’s earlier work
with Professor Lior Strahilevitz, they envisioned a specific
algorithm that might use collected data to predict an
individual’s bequest wishes; should that individual die
without a will, the default estate allocation would, in
theory, more closely fit her desires. In the book, Ben-Shahar
and Porat point to applications in many areas of the law.
In criminal law, for example, algorithms are already used
to predict which defendants pose greater risks, and such
prediction could be used in sentencing, parole, and bail
proceedings. Sanctions could be calibrated to reflect the
likelihood of detection (with higher penalties when the
probability of being caught is low) and the potential benefit
to the offender (with higher penalties when the crime
promises a bigger likely payoff ). Sliding penalties could
even level the impact among offenders by accounting for
wealth. Finland already uses income-based traffic fines,
assessing penalties known as “day fines” that are based on
the offender’s daily disposable income.
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“Personalized law . . . differentiates legal commands on
the basis of relevant circumstances and thus avoids the
inaccuracies and unfairness of crude uniform treatments,”
the authors write. “This feature—higher precision—is the
same reason that any personalized scheme is potentially
superior to its one-size-fits-all alternatives. It is why custommade shoes fit better than a single size, why personalized
nutrition plans produce more effective diets than standard
meal plans, and why medicine based on personalized
diagnostics cures better than one-size-fits-all treatments.
Uniformity, even if optimal on average, creates a poor fit
for a lot of nonaverage people in a population with diverse
preferences, characteristics, histories, and means.”
Porat noted that some might wonder “how such a basic
and simple idea has never been put to work,” outside of a few
notable exceptions that he and Ben-Shahar explore in the book.
“Maybe, some would think, it goes against the nature of
the law, which must be uniform,” Porat said. “Our thinking
is that the personalization idea was not on the table until
recently because it was mostly not feasible: as in many other
areas, law too had to wait for the data revolution to emerge.”
Avoiding the Pitfalls
Despite their optimism about the potential benefits of
personalized law, the authors spend substantial time exploring
the impediments: threats to equal protection if classifications
like race, sex, religion, or gender identity allow for
discriminatory impacts; the potential for data manipulation
or other attempts to subvert the law’s intent; and the loss of
social coordination. Uniform rules, after all, help smooth the
flow of everything from traffic to trade to litigation.
Personalized law would also mean vast amounts of
personal data in the hands of the government—a fact that
might “raise a greater chill in our bones than so much data
in the hands of Facebook and Google and Amazon and
others,” Ben-Shahar said.
But, he added, we need to consider the tradeoffs and
goals. Tailored speed limits, after all, would aim to do more
than merely reward safe and experienced drivers—the
object would be fewer accidents. Analysts would identify
factors that make accidents statistically more likely—
something insurance companies already do when setting
automobile insurance premiums—and create algorithms
designed around optimal safety. An inexperienced driver
navigating a new city in the rain would be bound by a
slower maximum speed than a safe and experienced driver
navigating a familiar route on a sunny day—a calculation
that would require government access to personal data but,
ultimately, could save lives.
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“Yes, we value privacy, but at what cost?” Ben-Shahar said.
“If we have 40,000 fatalities a year in traffic accidents, and
data-driven regimes allowed us to reduce this by 30 percent,
that’s 12,000 lives.”
Algorithm design would be paramount, featuring
much discussion about a personalized law’s specific goals
and how to achieve those goals fairly. Existing data, of
course, is flawed and often reflects deeply entrenched and
longstanding bias: data reflecting discriminatory realities
might, once used by algorithms, perpetuate these injustices,
and potentially run afoul of equal protection laws.
Countering this would require further personalization,
Ben-Shahar said, noting that individuals are more than their
race, age, or gender; there are myriad factors that influence a
person’s interaction with law and society. An algorithm that
includes many points of data would minimize the effect of
one factor and achieve greater precision. It would be more
difficult to discriminate, even unintentionally, and it would
be harder to game the system. And, most importantly for the
law, people would no longer be classified according to salient
but problematic suspect categories.
The conversation, Porat admits, has a “science fiction”
feel to it, and cautions that “any implementation of
personalized law has to be gradual, step by step, in areas
where data about differences between people is particularly
reliable and relevant.” He hopes that by putting this idea
on the table, the most essential questions about law and its
goals can be revisited.
“We want readers to think differently about the question:
‘What is law?’” Ben-Shahar said. “Personalized law is a
platform for people to rethink what criteria of equality
really matter. [French writer] Anatole France famously
chastised the sanctimony of equal laws, which forbid the
rich and the poor to sleep under the bridges, to beg in the
streets, and to steal bread. I hope that readers will see the
benefits of personalized rules in specific contexts, especially
important ones like criminal law, consumer protection,
or road safety. Personalized rules could do a lot of good to
weaker members of society for whom our so-called uniform
laws haven’t been all that equal.”
He added that humans already intuitively understand that
uniformity is “often unfair and counterproductive.”
“That’s why in many areas of our lives we treat people
based on their personal characteristics,” he said. “Parents
treat each child based on their needs and managers try to
set personalized goals and incentives for their staff. Isn’t
it time for Justitia, the Goddess of Justice, to remove her
blindfold and treat people as individuals?”
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Books by Alumni Published 2021

George P. Fletcher, ’64
Advanced Introduction to Landmark Criminal Cases (Elgar Press)
This engaging and accessible book focuses on high-profile criminal
trials and examines the strategy of the lawyers and the reasons for
conviction or acquittal, as well as the social importance of these
famous cases.

Jack Beermann, ’83
The Journey to Separate but Equal: Madame Decuir’s Quest for Racial
Justice in the Post Reconstruction Era (University Press of Kansas)
Beermann tells the story of how, in Hall v. Decuir, the post–Civil War
Supreme Court took its first step toward perpetuating the subjugation
of the non-White population of the US by actively preventing a
Southern state from prohibiting segregation on a riverboat in the
coasting trade on the Mississippi River.

Michael Gerhardt, ’82
Lincoln’s Mentors: The Education of a Leader (HarperCollins)
Gerhart illuminates the importance Abraham Lincoln’s mentors—
Henry Clay, Andrew Jackson, Zachary Taylor, John Todd Stuart, and
Orville Browning—in the reemergence of his political career after two
seemingly uninspiring years in the US House of Representatives.

Evan Bernick, ’11
The Original Meaning of the Fourteenth Amendment: Its Letter and
Spirit (Belknap Press) (with Randy E. Barnett)
Barnett and Bernick argue that the Supreme Court has long
misunderstood or ignored the original meaning of the Fourteenth
Amendment’s key clauses, covering the privileges and immunities of
citizenship, due process of law, and the equal protection of the laws.

Janine Faith Goodman, ’92
The Tuddleby Trait (Politics & Prose)
Eleven-year-old Tommy Tuddleby wants adventure. With his satchel
packed full of tools, he’s ready to go exploring and find treasure—but
he never makes it past his own backyard. An adventure story for
children grades 3–5.

Donald Bingle, ’79
Flash Drive (54° 40’ Orphyte Inc.)
The third book in the Dick Thornby thriller series, Flash Drive finds
Thornby forced to bring his family in tow on an off-the-books mission
to investigate a mysterious flash in the middle of the Australian
Outback.

Alan Gordon, ’84 (writing as Allison Montclair)
A Rogue’s Company: A Sparks and Bainbridge Mystery
(Minotaur Books)
The third in a post-WWII mystery quadrilogy set in London. Business
becomes personal for the Right Sort Marriage Bureau when a new
client, a brutal murder, and two kidnappings threaten everything that
one of the principals holds dear.

The Love-Haight Case Files, books 1 and 2 (Craig Martelle, Inc.) (with
Jean Rabe)
Since the Summer of Love, the Haight-Ashbury district of San
Francisco had been known for attracting weird and unconventional
souls, but things got even stranger when the monsters moved
in. This genre-bending series delves into the legal case files of
supernatural creatures.

Solomon Gutstein, ’56
Illinois Real Estate, 4th ed. (Thomson Reuters) (with Joshua Gutstein)
This treatise covers a wide range of matters involving real estate
practice, such as acquisition; actions involving real estate; attorney
obligations; federal, state, and local law relating to ownership; and
other matters of importance to attorneys.

Eric Block, ’98
Emergency Law in Canada: Commentary and Legislation (LexisNexis)
This pandemic-inspired legal reference explores the powers
conferred by both federal and provincial emergency legislation in
Canada—what they are, how legislatures have created them, how
federal and provincial leaders have used them, and how courts can
hold governments accountable.

Michael Haeberle, ’12
TROs and Preliminary Injunctions: Handling the Business Emergency,
2nd ed. (ABA Book Publishing) (with Thomas E. Patterson)
This updated edition explains the standards of issuing TROs and
injunctions as well as bonds and damages, enforcement, and the
strategy and tactics of using TROs, as well as how to effectively
respond with an injunction or a TRO.

Sarah Burstein, ’07, and Andres Sawicki, ’06
Patent Law: An Open-Access Casebook (patentlawcasebook.com)
(with Sarah Rajec)
This free patent law casebook is designed for a three- or four-credit
patent course. The open-access casebook also offers slides, syllabi,
and other teaching materials to accompany it.

M. Todd Henderson, ’98
State of Shock (Down & Out Books)
In the second Royce Johnson thriller, Jante Turner is murdered
just days before she is to become dean of Rockefeller University
Law School. Johnson, recently released from prison, is hired to
clear Turner’s replacement, and seeks the help of the student he
mistakenly framed in his last case.

Bob Clinton, ’71
Scene Thru the Lens: Santa Fe Collection 1
Scene Thru the Lens: Santa Fe Collection 2
Scene Thru the Lens: Salt Lake City Collection 1
Clinton has self-published several books of street photography taken
with film and digital cameras. Virtually all images involve monochrome
photographs. They are available at scenethruthelens.com.

Sanford N. Katz, ’58
Family Law in America, 3rd ed. (Oxford University Press)
This third edition captures recent developments in US family
law, including the transformation of the institution of marriage to
encompass same-sex marriage.
The Law of Domestic Relations in the United States (West Academic
Publishing) (with Homer H. Clark Jr.)
This part of the Hornbook Series analyzes both the continuity and
changes that have occurred in the law of domestic relations in recent
years, including the economics of divorce in light of the emergence
of marriage equality, and adoption of children and the new regard for
openness.

Steve Fiffer, ’76
It’s in the Action: Memories of a Nonviolent Warrior (NewSouth Books)
(with C. T. Vivian)
C. T. Vivian’s memoir of his early life and time in the civil rights
movement, ranging from finding religion at the young age of five to
his imprisonment as part of the Freedom Rides.
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Herma Hill Kay, ’59
Paving the Way: The First American Women Law Professors
(University of California Press) (edited by Patricia A. Cain)
Kay wrote Paving the Way to tell the stories of the first 14 female law
professors (including Soia Mentschikoff) at accredited law schools in
the United States. Kay, who became the 15th such professor, labored
over the stories of these women in order to provide an essential
history of their path for the more than 2,000 women working as law
professors today.

David M. Rubenstein, ’73
The American Experiment: Dialogues on a Dream (Simon & Schuster)
In this lively collection of conversations—the third in a series from
Rubenstein—some of our nation’s greatest minds explore the
inspiring story of America as a grand experiment in democracy,
culture, innovation, and ideas.
Natalie Shapero, ’11
Popular Longing (Copper Canyon Press)
Shapero’s third poetry collection highlights the ever-increasing
absurdity of our contemporary life. By scrutinizing the mundane and
all that is taken for granted, these poems arrive at much wider vistas,
commenting on human sadness, memory, and mortality.

Robert Kopecky, ’79
The Season of Living Dangerously: A Fan’s Notes on Baseball’s
Strangest Season (Epigraph Books)
This book records the views of a lifelong baseball fan as he watched
the unique 2020 baseball season unfold—games played in empty
ballparks, new rules implemented to speed up play, COVID-19
cancellations, and players and management openly expressing their
views on racial inequity in America.

Daniel P. Shapiro, ’82
The Thin Ledge (River Grove Books)
In this profoundly honest memoir, Shapiro shares the reality of
living through his wife’s mental and physical decline caused by a
devastating illness. Shapiro addresses the questions that people
living through unspeakable tragedy may never mention, but almost
always ask.

Judith Weinshall Liberman, ’54
Collected Sonnets; Creating Wall Hangings (illustrated by the author);
Rocco the Giant Boy (illustrated by Al Margolis); Self Portraits
(illustrated by the author); Sonnets of Betrayal and Acceptance;
Sonnets of Envy and Exile; Sonnets of Escape and Discovery; Sonnets
of Grief and Pride; Sonnets of Loss and Triumph; Sonnets of Pain and
Forgiveness; Sonnets of Power and Honor; Sonnets of Separation
and Survival; Sonnets of Setback and Hope
Prolific author and artist Liberman continues to publish art books
and children’s picture books. Information about her art and her many
published works can be found at jliberman.com.

Jim Silkenat, ’72
Building the Rule of Law: Firsthand Accounts from a Thirty-Year Global
Campaign (ABA Book Publishing) (with Gerold W. Libby)
This book tells the story of a volunteer effort that answered calls from
around the world for rule-of-law assistance. More than 5,000 unpaid
volunteers, ranging from young lawyers to Supreme Court justices,
responded through a series of initiatives often likened to a rule-of-law
Marshall Plan.
Greg Siskind, ’90
AILA’s Immigration Law Practice and Procedure Manual: A
“Cookbook” of Essential Practice Materials (AILA) (with Ari Sauer)
These two volumes provide the reader with thorough, how-to
guidance on preparing and filing many of the more common
immigration applications and petitions and includes case checklists,
questionnaire forms, document templates, flowcharts, and more.

Eric Lindner, ’87
Tiger in the Sea: The Ditching of Flying Tiger 923 and the Desperate
Struggle for Survival (Lyons Press)
Lindner pieced together this gripping tale of triumph, tragedy, and
unparalleled airmanship— long hidden because of murky Cold War
politics—through exhaustive research and reconstructed a tribute to
the virtues of outside-the-box-thinking, teamwork, and hope.

Geoffrey R. Stone, ’71
National Security, Leaks and Freedom of the Press: The Pentagon
Papers Fifty Years On (Oxford University Press) (with Lee C. Bollinger)
Two of America’s leading First Amendment scholars have gathered
a group of the nation’s leading constitutional scholars to delve into
important dimensions of the current system, to explain how we
should think about them and to offer as many solutions as possible.

Joe Mathewson, ’76
Ethical Journalism: Adopting the Ethics of Care (Routledge)
This book makes the case for the news media to take the lead in
combating key threats to American society, including racial injustice,
economic disparity, and climate change, by adopting an “ethics of
care” in reporting practices.
Celeste B. Pozo, ’04
Global Financial Collateral: A Guide to Security Interests in Securities,
Securities Accounts and Deposit Accounts in International Transactions
(ABA) (edited with Penelope L Christophorou)
This survey, covering more than 40 jurisdictions, focuses on
the choice-of-law complexities and substantive similarities and
differences involved in international secured transactions.

Don Thompson, ’66
The Dead One Smiles (Donnie’s Yellow Ball Books)
Part six in Thompson’s The Dead One series, in which a dead clown
is found after a costume ball fundraiser organized by a prominent
law firm.
Asma Uddin, ’05
The Politics of Vulnerability: How to Heal Muslim-Christian Relations
in a Post-Christian America: Today’s Threat to Religion and Religious
Freedom (Pegasus Books)
Uddin provides a unique perspective on the complex political and
social factors contributing to the Muslim-Christian divide, asking what
underlying drivers cause otherwise good people to do—or believe—
bad things.

David Rich, ’69
Sail the World? (Bowker)
Have you been curious about what it’d be like to dump the rat race to
sail around the world? Rich shares the true story of how it didn’t go
exactly as planned, a comedy of errors on land and at sea.
Lawrence Rosen, ’74
Law as Culture: An Invitation (Princeton University Press)
Rosen invites readers to consider how the facts that are adduced
in a legal forum connect to the ways in which facts are constructed
in other areas of everyday life and how courts, mediators, or social
pressures fashion a sense of the world as consistent with common
sense and social identity.
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Angela Huyue Zhang, ’06
Chinese Antitrust Exceptionalism: How the Rise of China Challenges
Global Regulation (Oxford University Press)
Zhang reveals how China has transformed antitrust law into a powerful
economic weapon, supplying theory and case studies to explain its
strategic application over the course of the Sino-US tech war.
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News

A Message from the Associate Dean of External Affairs
Dear Alumni,
During my time at the Law School, it has been evident that our community is committed to using their legal education as
an instrument of social, economic, and political change. Over and over again, the strength of the Law School has endured.
As our students, faculty, and staff faced unforeseen burdens, their tireless efforts ensured the
continuation of every facet of the Law School.
Your philanthropy brings our mission to life by supporting our faculty as they produce
transformative research, allowing us to attract the brightest students with scholarship support, and
increasing our impact on the surrounding community. We cannot thank you enough for all that
you do to strengthen our institution.
This year, as a sign of our gratitude, we are pleased to introduce updated tiers and benefits to our
Dean’s Circle Giving Society, a group committed to supporting our mission of academic excellence
and the advancement of our institution. Beyond these updates, I look forward to celebrating your
long-lasting support during Reunion Weekend and other future events.
Carolyn M. Grunst
Because of your loyal contributions, we look to our Law School’s future with great confidence
and optimism. Thank you for helping us provide opportunities and ensuring our students gain the necessary skills and legal
knowledge to become exceptional lawyers. With your support and involvement, our tradition of academic excellence will
continue for generations to come.
Sincerely,

Carolyn M. Grunst
Associate Dean for External Affairs

Join the Dean’s Circle
Partner: $2,500 - $4,999
• All of the benefits below, plus complimentary admission to
in-person Harper Lectures

The Dean’s Circle is a community of alumni and friends who,
with annual leadership giving, demonstrate extraordinary
commitment to the University of Chicago Law School. We
invite you to join this group of supporters.

Young Alumni Advocate*: $1,000 - $2,499
• Recognition in honor rolls
• Exclusive invitations to University and Law School events
• Opportunity to share personal experience to inspire others

Beginning in the 2021-22 fiscal year, we are pleased
to introduce updated benefits and tiers. There are five
recognition levels with the following cumulative benefits:
Benefactor: $25,000+
• All of the benefits
below, plus a personalized
statement of impact and
token of gratitude

*Alumni who graduated in the past 10 years qualify to be
a Young Alumni Advocate member
Please note that matching gifts can count toward these
giving levels.
All Dean’s Circle members will be recognized in the fiscal
year Honor Roll of Donors (for gifts made between July 1
and June 30) that is published each fall.

Patron: $10,000 - $24,999
• All of the benefits below, plus early access to special
events and programs

For more information about the Dean’s Circle, please visit
www.law.uchicago.edu/deanscircle.

Fellow: $5,000 - $9,999
• All of the benefits below, plus exclusive opportunities
for engagement with student programming, faculty, and
the Dean
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Collective Philanthropy Motivates Peers and Breaks Giving Day Records
When the Law School surpassed its targets at last year’s
Giving Day, part of that success was attributable to a
challenge grant sponsored by LLM graduates at the
Zurich-based law firm Homburger. Six graduates—Peter
Widmer, ’68; Franz Hoffet,
’88; René Bösch, ’91; Daniel
Daeniker, ’96; Claudio Bazzani,
’06; and Benjamin Leisinger,
’12—made a challenge of
$20,000, payable if more than
50 Law School Alumni were to
give at the $1,000 Dean’s Circle
level. Needless to say, the target
was met.
Daniel Daeniker, ’96
The challenge was led by
Daniel Daeniker. An indefatigable supporter of the Law
School, he currently serves on the Law School Council,
has spearheaded a strong reunion presence among alumni
from his class, and for 25 years has coordinated ongoing
communication among those alumni.
“I am grateful to the Law School for the eye-opening
and career-enhancing education I received there,” he
said. “Beyond that, I also appreciate the values that it
continuously practices—intellectual honesty, respect for
the free market and free enterprise, and a commitment to
an open marketplace of ideas.”
Daeniker joined Homburger in 1988, right out of law
school. He completed a doctoral degree in law in 1992.
His practice largely focuses on mergers and acquisitions,
particularly cross-border transactions. Ranked as a top
European and global attorney for more than 15 years, he
headed Homburger’s M&A practice group for five years,
was managing partner from 2013 until 2019, and now
serves as the senior partner of the firm.
He said that he particularly enjoys cross-border
transactions that require his on-the-ground presence in
different countries. “I have always loved travel, and I’m
glad to have been able to do more than my share of it,” he
said. It helps that he speaks what he calls four and a half
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languages—German, English, French, and Spanish, plus
“enough Italian to get by.” He leads Homburger’s India
focus group and has traveled regularly to India during the
past decade on client assignments.
He described what he called a “stealth tactic” that he
has employed during negotiations in languages he doesn’t
know: “I would get a phrasebook and make myself fluent
in one or two essential things that I could say when
things got tense—‘Sab kuchh chalta hai’ in Hindi, or
‘hakol beseder’ in Hebrew, for example, both of which
loosely translate into ‘Everything is fine.’ Used at the right
moments, this approach could be quite disarming, and it
also caused the participants to wonder how much else I
understood of what they were saying among themselves.”
Increasingly, he is committed to sharing experiences and
insights as he mentors the firm’s younger lawyers. “René
Bösch, who used to run our finance team, and I consider
it our responsibility to empower the next generation that
is going to sustain and grow Homburger, so we both have
been handing off more and more client assignments to
create opportunities for our young partners to grow. This
also opens more space for us to gauge what’s ahead in
life,” he said. He is doing more teaching at the University
of Zurich’s law school, serving on corporate boards that
include the Rothschild and Co bank and the global
construction company Hilti, and leading fundraising for
Avenir Suisse, a Swiss free-market think tank.
His wife shares his love of travel, and they are anxious for
the end of COVID restrictions so they can resume their
journeys. “We have roamed the world together, including
many wonderful experiences with our two children, who
are grown now,” he said. “We might not know where we’ll
be going in the near future, but one thing is as certain as
can be in these crazy days—we’ll be in Chicago for my
class’s 2026 reunion, celebrating with a strong contingent
of my classmates all that the Law School has meant to us
and what we have meant to each other.”
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In

Memoriam

1950

1951

1957

Carl F. Salans

October 11, 2021

August 12, 2021

September 22, 2021

Brandt served in the US Army
and Navy, and earned degrees at
the US Naval Academy and the
University of Illinois. A founder
of the firm of Livingston,
Barger, Brandt & Schroeder
in Bloomington, Illinois, he
also volunteered his time for
a number of professional and
civic organizations. He was a
licensed private pilot who loved
reading, playing tennis, and
baking. Brandt was a resident of
Bloomington.

A US Navy veteran, Angelos
practiced law in his own firm
for five decades. He was an
accomplished swimmer, a private
pilot, and a lifelong learner
who earned a PhD in history
from Loyola University in his
60s and was still taking classes
at UChicago. Angelos loved
to travel and read and was a
dedicated patron of the arts.

A graduate of the College,
Hartman began his career as a
lawyer probation officer at the
Juvenile Court of Cook County
and administrator of the appeals
division in the Cook County
public defender’s office. He later
served as executive director of the
Criminal Defense Consortium
of Cook County and worked at
the National Defender Institute
in Washington, DC, before
becoming chief public defender
of Lake County. He led the
capital litigation division of
the Illinois Office of the State
Appellate Defender until his
retirement.

Salans was a graduate of Harvard
College and earned an advanced
degree in international law
from Cambridge University.
He was legal advisor for the
US delegation to the talks on
the Paris Peace Accords to end
the war in Vietnam, and was
head of the US delegation to
the UNESCO conference that
established the World Heritage
Convention. He founded the
Paris firm that bears his name and
chaired the ICC International
Court of Arbitration. He was
named a Chevalier of the Legion
d’Honneur in recognition of his
contributions to the nation of
France.

William R. Brandt

Mychal P. Angelos

Lionel G. Gross

Marshall J. Hartman

1953

Leon Gabinet
December 6, 2021

Gabinet enlisted in the US
Navy at 17 and attended the
Gross took a leave from his
University on the GI Bill,
studies at the University to
taking a break during his Law
enlist in the military, serving as a School studies to help transport
paratrooper in the Pacific during European Jewish refugees to
World War II. He spent his
the nascent State of Israel. He
legal career at the Chicago firm
worked for several years on the
of Altheimer and Grey, and was Oregon Tax Commission and
an avid reader as well as a fan of practiced law at a Portland firm
many genres of music.
before joining the Case Western
Reserve University School of
Milton A. Levenfeld
October 21, 2021
Law, where he taught for more
Levenfeld served in the US Navy than 50 years and served as
before earning his BA and JD at executive director of the graduate
the University. He cofounded
program in taxation.
the Chicago firm now known
as Levenfeld Pearlstein and was
also a certified public accountant.
Levenfeld was active in his
synagogue and in the Jewish
Federation of Metropolitan
Chicago, served as president of
the Chicago Israel Chamber of
Commerce, and was a strong
supporter of the Chicago
Symphony Orchestra and the
Ravinia Festival. He lived in
Canton, Massachusetts.
October 25, 2021
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Peter Lederer
August 8, 2021

Lederer practiced law for more
than 40 years with the firm
of Baker & McKenzie, first
in Zurich and then becoming
senior partner in the New York
office. He was a longtime adjunct
professor at the University of
Miami School of Law, where he
mentored students and faculty;
he also consulted for global
companies and founded an
Internet start-up. Lederer lived in
New Milford, Connecticut.
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October 20, 2021

1959

Julius Kaplan
September 1, 2021

A graduate of Wesleyan
University in Connecticut,
Kaplan also earned an MCL
from the Law School. He was
an attorney at the US Agency
for International Development
before entering private practice.
He was a founding partner of
Kirkwood, Kaplan, Russin, and
Vecchi, and later of counsel to
Cadwalader, Wickersham, and
Taft. In retirement, he chaired
the Explorers Club Washington
Group and traveled all over the
world with the group. He was
also a well-known art collector
and the author of two books.

1960

constitutional rights, and
went on to work at the US
Ira Bell
Proffitt was a graduate of
November 3, 2021
Department of Justice and as
Wabash College and a US
Bell was a graduate of
the congressional liaison for
Army veteran. He cofounded
Northwestern University
the Secretary of Labor. He was
the Carmel, Indiana, firm of
and worked as an attorney in
deputy director of the Peace
Campbell Kyle Proffitt and
Chicago. He was a lifelong
Corps in Ethiopia and director
capped his career as counsel at
fan of jazz and folk music; an
in Costa Rica before becoming
Altman, Poindexter & Wyatt
accomplished sailor; and an
a foreign service officer with the
in the same city. He served
enthusiastic student in exercise,
US Agency for International
as president of the Hamilton
dance, and improvisation classes Development (USAID).
County Bar Association, the
even after his Parkinson’s disease After his government service,
Indiana Continuing Legal
diagnosis. Bell lived in Wilmette, Wilkinson worked for South
Education Association, and the
Illinois.
Africa Lawyers for Human
Indiana Bar Association, and
Rights and as a consultant to
1961
volunteered as a board member
USAID. He served on the board
Gene B. Brandzel
of many civic and cultural
of the South Carolina American
October 18, 2021
organizations. He loved travel,
Civil Liberties Union.
Brandzel earned a BA at the
outdoor activities, and the
University of Michigan. He
1962
Chicago Cubs.
clerked for Eugene Wright,
David S. Chernoff
Sandor Shuch
Circuit Judge of the US Court
September 18, 2021
March 10, 2021
of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit, Chernoff was an alumnus of the
Shuch worked for legal aid
and later served as a judge. He
Lab School and the College. He
organizations in Pinal County
spent many years as an attorney
was associate general counsel
and Maricopa County, Arizona, at the Seattle firm now known
and unofficial historian at the
serving as director of the latter,
as Stoel Rives. Brandzel loved
MacArthur Foundation and was
and focusing in both positions
to travel and volunteered in
active in many other nonprofit
on assisting migrant workers.
many organizations; he was
organizations, including the
He later worked in the civil
also active in conservation and
Chicago Architecture Center,
division of the Maricopa County beautification efforts in Seattle.
the Donor’s Forum, and the
Attorney’s office. After retiring,
Cliff Dwellers. A third-degree
he was a volunteer docent for the Martin H. Burns
black belt in judo, he taught the
Phoenix Art Museum and served September 15, 2021
Burns earned his undergraduate martial art to children; he also
on the Arizona State Board of
taught in the LLM program at
degree at Princeton University.
Equalization.
John Marshall Law School and
He was a partner in the firm
taught celestial navigation with
of Russell and Bridewell in
the Chicago Sail and Power
Chicago, where he lived.
Squadron.
John D. Proffitt
June 30, 2021

Harry G. Wilkinson

Lowell N. Elsen

November 30, 2020

Wilkinson was a graduate of
Michigan State University and
a US Air Force veteran. He
began his career as counsel to
US Senate subcommittees on
migratory labor and
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William B. Fisch
July 7, 2021

Fisch earned an undergraduate
degree from Harvard University,
an LLB from the University of
Illinois College of Law, and a JD
from Albert-Ludwigs-Universität
in Freiburg, Germany. He
taught at the University of
North Dakota School of Law
and at the University of Missouri
School of Law. Fisch coauthored
two books and many chapters
and articles, and served on the
board of directors and executive
committee of the American
Society of Comparative Law.
He loved birding, photography,
golf, and travel.
Justin Morris Johnson
October 29, 2021

Johnson was a graduate of
the College and a US Air
Force veteran. The first
African American member
of the Pennsylvania Board
of Law Examiners, Johnson
worked for the Pittsburgh and
Pittsburgh–Mount Oliver
Board of Education and at the
firm of Berkman, Ruslander,
Pohl, Lieber & Engel. He was
appointed to the Superior Court
of Pennsylvania by Governor
Richard Thornburgh, and
taught at Duquesne University
Law School. He was a devoted
mentor and volunteer as well as
a life trustee of Carnegie Mellon
University.
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1964

1965

1968

1971

August 2, 2021

November 17, 2021

August 3, 2021

October 4, 2021

Heckman earned an
undergraduate degree at Brown
University. He taught legal
history and commercial law at the
University of North Dakota, the
University of Houston, Western
New England University,
Whittier Law School, and
Quinnipiac University, where was
professor emeritus. He enjoyed
music, his Newfoundland dogs,
bridge, crossword puzzles, and
detective novels.

Braude earned his undergraduate
degree at the University of
Pennsylvania Wharton School
and practiced law for more than
five decades. He was president
of the Chicago chapter of
the Federal Bar Association
and served on many of its
committees; he was also a vice
president of the national Federal
Bar Association. Braude was a
longtime volunteer for the Jewish
United Fund of Chicago and
the University of Pennsylvania
department of admissions.

Tierney was a graduate of Holy
Cross College. He practiced law
in Chicago before becoming
president and CEO of the
Radio Ranch advertising firm
in Los Angeles, where he also
practiced civil rights, real estate,
and entertainment law. He was
a trustee of Pitzer College and
an avid reader, fox hunter, hiker,
bicyclist, and motorcycle rider.

Henderson was a graduate of
Princeton University and a US
Marine Corps Reserve veteran.
He completed his JD while also
earning an MBA at the Booth
School of Business. He was
partner at Mayer, Brown, and
Platt and ran the firm’s European
office in London; he also became
a partner at the firms of Baker
& McKenzie and Norton Rose.
He was the author of books on
currency and interest swaps and
derivatives. A world traveler,
Henderson lived in Nantucket,
Massachusetts.

Charles A. Heckman

Michael E. Braude

Carl E. Klotz
October 22, 2021

Klotz was a graduate of
Columbia University. He
cofounded the firm of Klotz &
McCann in Hawthorne, New
Jersey, and later practiced solo;
he lived in Hawthorne, New
Jersey.

o f

Douglas Delange Graham
October 8, 2021

Graham earned his
undergraduate degree at the
University of Utah. He practiced
law in Pasadena and Glendora,
California, and was a talented
builder and handyman, gardener,
and cook. Graham lived in Lake
Havasu City, Utah.

November 6, 2021

A graduate of Earlham College,
Madway began his legal career
at the National Housing Law
Project. He was a consultant
to the World Bank and the
US Agency for International
Development before becoming
general counsel at the San
Francisco Redevelopment
Agency, where he helped to
develop the San Francisco
Giants stadium and Yerba Buena
Gardens. He retired from the
firm of Sheppard Mullin.
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David M. Madway
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Martin earned an undergraduate
degree from the University of
Notre Dame and a graduate
degree in history from
Northwestern University.
He spent his career in private
practice and real estate
investment and liquidation.
An accomplished woodworker,
he founded the nonprofit
Woodworking for the Blind.
Martin was a resident of
Barrington, Illinois, and Venice,
Florida.
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Schuyler K. Henderson

1973

Steven Lee Harris
November 6, 2021

A graduate of the College,
Harris clerked in the Illinois
Appellate Court and spent time
in private practice in Chicago.
William L. Severns
He then taught law at Wayne
October 13, 2021
State University, the University
A graduate of Trinity College,
of Illinois College of Law, and
Severns began his career in
Deadwood, South Dakota, where Chicago-Kent College of Law,
he served as city attorney. He was specializing in commercial law;
he also taught American law
later appointed as a magistrate
overseas. The American College
judge and served in Deadwood,
Sturgis, Custer, Hot Springs, and of Commercial Finance Lawyers
recognized him with the Homer
Rapid City. He was an amateur
Kripke Achievement Award in
actor, jazz enthusiast, and
2021. Harris loved the outdoors,
photographer, and volunteered
travel, music, and baseball.
for many civic organizations
and his church. Severns lived in
Spearfish, South Dakota.
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Thomas Clark Hill
August 21, 2021

Hill earned his undergraduate
degree at the school now
known as Case Western Reserve
University. He began his career
at the Cincinnati, Ohio, firm of
Taft, Stettinius, and Hollister.
A longtime student of Quaker
history, he wrote about the
denomination and volunteered
in his congregation. Hill lived in
Charlottesville, Virginia.

1974

Lee Martin
November 7, 2021

Martin was a graduate of
Vanderbilt University and
practiced law in Chicago before
returning to his home state of
Alabama to practice law. He was
an avid stamp collector, reader,
food lover, and ballroom dancer.
Linda Susan Miller

1977

1983

1991

June 11, 2021

August 9, 2021

November 1, 2021

Bartsch was a graduate of
Stanford University and began
her legal career in Minnesota.
She worked for the Legal
Aid Society of Minneapolis,
Southern Minnesota Regional
Legal Services, and the
Minnesota State Bar Association,
and chaired the American Bar
Association Commission on
Legal Services for the Poor. After
moving to Portland, Oregon,
she worked for the state bar
association. Bartsch volunteered
in her church and was director
and president of Friendly House,
a Portland nonprofit community
center and social service agency.

Ryan was a graduate of
Haverford College. A specialist
in corporate and real estate
law, he was a partner in the
Philadelphia firm of Obermayer
Rebmann Maxwell & Hippel
and had his own practice for a
time. A history enthusiast, he
was also an avid fossil hunter
and active in his church. Ryan
was a resident of Rosemont,
Pennsylvania.

Birkbeck earned undergraduate
degrees in geosciences and
economics, as well as an
MBA, from the University
of Michigan. He practiced
corporate law in Chicago before
starting an environmental
law practice in Grand Rapids,
Michigan. He worked on
behalf of communities with
drinking water contaminated
by per- and polyfluoroalkyl
substances (PFAS), cofounding
the nonprofit PFAS Alliance to
advocate for safe water for all.

Ann Virginia Bartsch

John E. Ryan

1984

Joseph Harrison Young
October 6, 2021

Young was a graduate of
Dartmouth College and worked
as a reporter covering Vermont
politics before entering the Law
School. After clerking for a US
district judge, he entered private
practice at the firm of Hogan
Lovells and then became an
assistant US attorney for the
District of Maryland. He later
returned to Hogan Lovells,
where he specialized in civil
litigation and coordinated
the firm’s pro bono and
community service program. He
concluded his career working
for the Oklahoma Health Care
Authority. Young lived in
Oklahoma City, Oklahoma.

1981

Zachary Samuel Weiss
August 2, 2021

Weiss earned his undergraduate
degree at Sarah Lawrence
Miller held an undergraduate
College. He was a prosecutor
degree from the University
in the Manhattan, New York,
of Illinois. She lived in New
district attorney’s office and
York City.
the office of the New York
State attorney general before
1975
Ronald K. K. Sakimura
being appointed chair of the
September 9, 2021
state’s workers’ compensation
Sakimura was a graduate of
board. Later, he served as an
the University of Hawaii and
administrative law judge at the
a decorated US Army Ranger
Social Security Administration.
and captain who served in
Weiss lived in White Plains,
Vietnam before entering the Law New York.
School. He practiced law in his
hometown of Honolulu and was
a partner in the firm of Goodsill
Anderson Quinn & Stifel.
July 15, 2021
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2003

Juliana Sanchez Schafer
August 5, 2021

A graduate of Vanderbilt
University, Schafer practiced law
at the Chicago firm of Sidley
Austin. She was a dedicated
volunteer for the American
Cancer Society, the American
Brain Tumor Association, and
her temple; she also founded and
ran a prison pen pal program.
Schafer lived in Chicago.
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Applying a Legal Education to a Sportswriting Career
For 22 years after he graduated from the Law School, Lester Munson,
’67, gave lawyering a chance to win him over. He worked for a city
firm; he did some legal work on the staff of an Illinois governor; he
had a practice in the suburbs, becoming the president of his local bar
association. But practicing law never did
captivate him, and in 1989 he jumped
ship, becoming a sports journalist
whose work has shaped how America
understands money, celebrity, violence,
sex, drugs, race, gender, greed, falls from
grace, court decisions, and government
actions in the sports industry.
In a sense, that 1989 career shift
reunited him with an earlier professional
Lester Munson, ’67
love. He had been the chairman of his
Princeton college newspaper, enjoying it so much that after graduating
he took a reporting job on the city desk of a Chicago newspaper.
That job choice was not entirely pleasing to Munson’s father,
who was in the midst of what would become a 60-year legal career,
most of it as a ferocious advocate for personal injury plaintiffs. “He
cared about helping people who were at a real bad spot in their lives,
almost to the point of being quixotic about it,” Munson has recalled.
“He was very special, and watching him made me think that lawyers
had to be special people—and I wasn’t sure I was one of those.”
After seeing a lot of lawyers in action on his reporting beat, Munson
decided that he might be capable enough to be a lawyer, so he came to
the Law School. Around that time, he met and fell deeply in love with
Judith West, AB’63. They married and took a two-week honeymoon
during the last quarter of his first year. “My grades at that time reflected
that break,” he said, “and my subsequent grades reflected the fact that I
was besottedly in love with my wife, a condition that never lessened.”
Recalling his time at the Law School, he mentions Francis
Allen as the best classroom teacher he ever encountered, and

present works are not on canvas (wood
and boards of various types) and I may
have to produce a half dozen large
canvas paintings for display. This may be
a difficult task . . . but will keep everyone
posted in May on my progress.”
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says that what he learned about antitrust from Phil Neal was
useful throughout his career, to Neal’s feigned dismay. “Judith
and I became friends with Phil and his wife, Linda, and he would
sometimes observe that at the same time as he was sharing
considerable antitrust expertise with small classes of students,
my passably informed writing about antitrust issues in sports was
reaching millions,” Munson said.
The journalistic undertaking that redirected his career was the
National Sports Daily, which began publication in 1990 as an attempt
to create a new kind of sports publication with both local news and
longer-form local and national stories. Munson heard about it because
two of the leaders of the enterprise had been with him at the Princeton
newspaper. “They staffed that paper with the most prominent names
in sportswriting,” Munson recalled. “The only wild card was me.”
Profligately managed, the paper folded after 16 months, but
Munson was soon recruited to join the staff of Sports Illustrated,
where he remained for 13 years. In 2004, he joined ESPN, working
there until leaving in 2020. He also appeared on television, in shows
that ranged from sedate PBS discussions to the rambunctious
Chicago-based “The Sportswriters,” whose hosts gathered around a
poker table with cigar smoke filling the air.
Now, he continues with writing projects, and he is in his third year
as the chair of the board of trustees of the national Hazelden Betty
Ford Foundation. The death of his wife from cancer in 2020 was a hard
blow for him. Along with support from friends, he particularly credits
his two sons, their wives, and his four grandchildren for buoying him
during that time and since. Son Lester III, AB’89, is a foreign policy
expert who served as staff director of the US Senate Foreign Relations
Committee; Max is an entrepreneur who has made a successful life
in Prague. “I’d like to take some credit for the great kids I am blessed
with, but who they are is much more a legacy of my wife,” he said.
“For that matter, much the same could be said about me.”

Gene Dye writes: “We have been
quite involved with the Law School this
past year. After years of discussions,
the Law School has decided to create
a specific International Fund. We are
very grateful that this fund will be
included in the upcoming appeal for the
Class of 1967. We have established
the Gene and Joy Dye Scholarship,
which will provide for study at the
Hague Academy of International Law
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for a student proposed by the Law
School. We are also establishing the
Gene and Joy Dye Prize in International
and Comparative Law. We hope that
these initiatives will contribute to
further recognition of the world-class
capabilities of the Law School and its
current faculty in this vital area.”
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Linda Neal’s and John Elson’s life
partner saga continues to unfold.
The 55th Reunion will be a five-year
anniversary! Our pattern continues
of winters in Miami Beach and
summers divided between a Chicago
condo and Linda’s house and garden
in SW Michigan. We make time for
rowing, running, and cycling (John)
and Pilates and walking (Linda).
Linda’s projects always include
gardening, and historic preservation
projects are also ongoing for her.
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A Global Arbitration Career Built on a UChicago Law Foundation

66

Lucy Reed, ’77, has represented private and public clients in more
than 100 complex commercial and investment treaty arbitrations;
played leading roles in arbitrations and negotiations involving Iran,
North Korea, and frozen assets of Holocaust victims; helped build
the arbitration practice of one of the world’s most prestigious
international law firms; and led many
of the most prominent international
law professional organizations.
Her career direction took her by
surprise. Clerking after graduation for
US District Court Judge Barrington
Parker, ’47, she became engaged
with a lengthy trial related to the
assassination in Washington, DC, of
former Chilean Ambassador Orlando
Lucy Reed, ’77
Letelier by agents of Pinochet’s
secret police. “Treaty law, extradition law, international discovery,
comparative law—everything associated with that case fascinated
me,” she said. “I had left the Law School intending to do civil rights
litigation, and I hadn’t taken any international law classes, but I had
that solid UChicago grounding in legal thinking that allowed me to
take advantage of the opportunity when it came up.”
After her clerkship she took a job with DC firm Wald Harkrader &
Ross, and then came a turning point. In the wake of the 1979 Islamic
Revolution, arbitration cases for the new Iran-US Claims Tribunal
flooded into the firm. “I was in the right place at the right time,” she
recalled. Later, joining the State Department Legal Adviser’s Office in
1985, she was named the US Agent to the Tribunal, in The Hague.
In 1995, she was tapped as the first general counsel of the
Korean Peninsula Energy Development Organization, an international
organization set up to deal with issues arising from North Korea’s

nuclear program. This took her to North Korea many times to lead
negotiations.
In 1998, she joined the international law firm Freshfields in New
York, at which she remained for 18 years, eventually leading the
global international arbitration and public international law groups
and working in Hong Kong and Singapore. “I’m proud of what we
built at Freshfields,” she said. “From starting with an intern in the
corner, I saw our US arbitration team become first-ranked.”
During her time at Freshfields, Reed also served as codirector of a
claims tribunal set up in Zurich to return frozen Swiss bank accounts
to victims of Nazi persecution and their heirs, and she served as an
arbitrator resolving claims arising from armed hostilities between
Eritrea and Ethiopia.
In 2016, she stayed on in Singapore as director of the Centre
for International Law and a professor at the National University of
Singapore. She returned to New York in 2020 and is currently an
independent arbitrator with Arbitration Chambers, also serving as
president of the International Council for Commercial Arbitration
and the Singapore International Arbitration Centre Court. Her
further service to her profession includes roles as president of the
American Society of International Law and chair of the Institute for
Transnational Arbitration, and more than 25 significant publications.
She has supported the Law School in many ways, including as a
member of the Law School Council and an Annual Fund cochair. “At
many points in my career I felt like I was in way over my head, but
I always had my Chicago legal training to rely on,” she said. “The
number of times I have given thanks for Bernie Meltzer or Gerhard
Casper or some other extraordinary professor cannot be counted. I’ve
had a lot of good fortune, and underneath that is the foundation that
the Law School created.”

“People ask me what I plan to do
after retirement and look surprised
when I say ‘nothing.’ When I formally
submitted my retirement notice two
years ago, I started seriously reflecting
on that question. After several weeks,
something occurred to me. For the
entirety of my life, I had never been 100
percent in control of my life and daily
schedule. Parents, school, jobs, college,
jobs, law school, job, marriage (we
never had kids, but now divorced for

When I reached out to Joe Schuman
for Class Notes, I needled him for still
using AOL for his email account. His
response was quintessential Joe: “You
think AOL is noteworthy? I am also
loyal to WordPerfect. I’m scrupulously
rejecting new clients. The only exception
in at least a year is a law school
classmate. I am also trying to decline
new projects from old clients. Hopefully,
I’ll have everything tidy within two
or three years. Then I can settle in to
giving bad advice to my partner.”
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25-plus years), parents deceased, and no
significant other. So, when the job ends,
I am 100 percent free in what I do each
day. I want to experience how I feel in
that environment for as long as I’d like.”
Michele Odorizzi is retiring from
Mayer Brown after 40-plus years. “As
I have for the past decade, I taught a
seminar this past fall in brief writing
and appellate advocacy at the University
of Chicago. Teaching wearing a mask
is challenging! Other than that, Jim
and I are just enjoying retirement with
the help of our four children, their
spouses, and our six grandchildren!”
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Dan Gallagher is still in Pittsburgh
and practicing full-time. For most of
his career, Dan was at Reed Smith,
where he combined a trust and estate
practice with international finance
and arbitrations, including a decade
of proceedings before the Iran-United
States Claims Tribunal. In 2012, Dan
joined Meyer Unkovic and Scott to chair
their Private Clients Practice Group,
where he remains busier than ever. “The
great generational transfer of wealth
continues unabated and keeping up with
all the policy changes from Washington
is intellectually challenging.” Dan
and Eileen will celebrate their 40th
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Leaving Chicago to Broaden Professional Horizons at Corning

92

After eight years at Winston & Strawn and an interlude as a high
official in Illinois state government, Ryan Dunigan, JD/MPP ’12,
joined Corning last year as the chief of staff to the company’s chief
legal and administrative officer. Corning is a 170-year-old company
in upstate New York, recognized today as a leader in state-of-the-art
materials science. It has 50,000 employees worldwide and annual
revenues over $11 billion.
“More than a few people—
possibly including me—had thought
I’d never leave Chicago,” Dunigan
said. “I grew up there, went to
DePaul before the Law School and
the Harris School, and practiced
law there. I love Chicago. But this
opportunity seemed too great to pass
up, and it’s turning out to be even
Ryan Dunigan, JD/MPP ’12 better than I had hoped.”
His domain at Corning is far-reaching, extending beyond legal
matters to many of the company’s administrative functions, including
health services, aviation, corporate security, workplace services,
and a large real estate portfolio. “I’m charged with making sure the
right things happen throughout the whole department, and I get to
see everything I could want to see about how a big organization is
managed, legally and administratively,” Dunigan said.
As he works with department heads and others, Dunigan applies
skills he learned at the Law School. “We’re always trying to boil
things down to the core issues, looking for the best alternatives for
solutions, including out-of-the-box solutions, and trying to avoid any
kind of intellectual arrogance that might limit us,” he said. “Some of
my favorite times in this job are like the best occasions at the Law
School, where you say, ‘I hadn’t thought about that, but it makes
sense!’ Everyone wins when you have a culture like that, in a business
organization or a great educational institution like the Law School.”

He summered at Winston & Strawn and joined the firm right after
graduation. “Like many other Chicagoans, I saw [Winston & Strawn
partner] Dan Webb on television a lot, always talking about something
interesting and always seeming to be doing what a courageous lawyer
should be doing,” Dunigan recalled. “To me, Winston was the Chicago
law firm, and I was thrilled to go to work there.”
After four years at the firm, he was invited to take the position of
deputy director at the Illinois Department of Human Rights [IDHR]. The
department’s director was on medical leave, so Dunigan managed
the day-to-day operations of the department, which had a staff of
approximately 130 people. It was a difficult time: uncertainty roiled
all of state government as Governor Rauner and the legislature fought
over budgets and policy directions, and IDHR had a heavily unionized
staff at a time when Rauner was attempting to enact antiunion
policies. “Plenty of people in the department were very reasonably
asking, ‘Who is this new guy and what’s his agenda?’” Dunigan
recalled. “Add that mistrust to an overburdened agency within a dense
bureaucracy, and there were plenty of challenges. We maintained a
good service level at an important agency and made a few valuable
changes, and the personal learning experience was invaluable, but in
all honesty, I was relieved when the director came back.”
He returned to Winston for four years, and then accepted his current
position at Corning. Although he was again a new face with a big role,
his situation has been very positive. “My boss, Lewis Steverson, is
great, universally respected, and a fantastic mentor,” he said, “and even
though I’m often dealing with people who have been at the company for
a lot of years, there’s a broad commitment here to finding the best ways
to do things, and doing that respectfully and collaboratively.”
Steverson tells his staff to focus at least five percent of their time
on preparing for their next job. Dunigan said that for him that mission
is clear: “I want to add value as a strong legal leader at a significant,
progressive company. And I feel like I’m getting prepared for that
nearly one hundred percent of the time.”

Brian Hembd welcomed baby
Carmine Hembd in April 2020. (Now
that’s a pandemic baby!) Brian
celebrated by being named a partner
at Husch Blackwell in Phoenix.

Two of our classmates have recently
become partners at Latham &
Watkins: Jason Gott in Chicago and
Helena Tseregounis in Los Angeles.
Congratulations, Jason and Helena!

2012 LLM

Have you listened to a particular song
more than 162 times in a year because
of your kids? Write me and you, too,
could find your name in these notes.

SEE YOU APRIL 29-MAY 1, 2022,
AT OUR 10TH REUNION!
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After six years in private practice, Denny
Ng joined the legal department at
Chevron USA in Houston in 2018. Denny
and his wife Christine (Harvat) Ng, ’13,
welcomed baby Nathan in September
2021. Nathan joins Elizabeth (4) and
twins Abigail and Bridget (2). Denny
reports that hobbies and side pursuits
“are a dream of the past for now!”
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CLASS CORRESPONDENT
Daniel D’Agostini
ddagostini@gmail.com

Please submit your Class
Notes updates to Daniel!
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	How the Law School is addressing international challenges and shaping the field of
international law. By Becky Beaupre Gillespie.
12

Teaching through Discourse

	A look at the two new podcasts launched by Law School faculty: Dissenting Opinions
with Professor William Baude and Entitled with Clinical Professor Claudia Flores and
Professor Tom Ginsburg. By Claire L. Parins.
18

‘There is No Environmental Law without Environmental Justice’

	In East Chicago and Detroit, the Abrams Clinic is tackling environmental issues for
underserved communities—and broadening the scope of environmental legal work.
By Claire Stamler-Goody.
26

Is This What Democracy Looks Like?

	In a Q&A, David Rubenstein, ’73, and Professor Tom Ginsburg discuss the history
and meaning of democracy.
32

Enriching the Exchange

	Professor Randal Picker’s summer antitrust seminar put 24 alumni of different ages
and expertise in one virtual classroom. Together they created a vibrant intellectual
community. By Becky Beaupre Gillespie.
36

Law School Unveils Oil Painting of Earl B. Dickerson, 1920

	Meet the Chicago artist, Shawn Michael Warren, who created the portrait.
By Becky Beaupre Gillespie.

CHICAGO LAW

M e s s a g e from the D ean
F a c u l t y N ew s
The Collapse of Constitutional Remedies by Aziz Huq
Personalized Law: Different Rules for Different People by Omri Ben-Shahar and Ariel Porat

44

A l u m n i N ew s
Books Published by Alumni in 2021

46

D e v e l o p ment N ew s

47

Collective Philanthropy Motivates Peers and Breaks Giving Day Records

48
52

I n M e m o r i am
C l a s s No tes

56
66
92

Lester Munson, ’67
Lucy Reed, ’77
Ryan Dunigan, JD/MPP ’12

THURSDAY, APRIL 28, 2022

Thomas J. Miles
Dean, Clifton R. Musser Professor of
Law and Economics

Carolyn Grunst

6:00pm - 9:00pm		
		

OutLaw 35th Anniversary Celebration
Prime & Provisions, 222 North LaSalle Street

Associate Dean of External Affairs

FRIDAY, APRIL 29, 2022

Editor-in-Chief
Marsha Ferziger Nagorsky, ’95
Associate Dean for Communications

Editor
Becky Beaupre Gillespie
Director of Content

Assistant Editor
Claire Stamler-Goody

Class Notes Editor
Laurel Lindemann

Record Online Editor
Quinn Baron

Class Correspondents
81 Affable Alumni

Contributing Authors
Becky Beaupre Gillespie
Jerry de Jaager
Claire Parins
Claire Stamler-Goody

Contributing Photographer
Lloyd DeGrane

Design
VisuaLingo

Publisher

1
40

REUNION WEEKEND 2022 SCHEDULE OF EVENTS

The University of Chicago Law School Record

The University of Chicago Law School
Office of External Affairs
1111 East 60th Street
Chicago, Illinois 60637
www.law.uchicago.edu
telephone: (773) 702-9486

11:30am - 12:30pm		
Reunion Committee Celebration
		
The University Club of Chicago, 76 East Monroe Street
		
(by invitation only)
12:30pm - 2:00pm		
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1:15pm - 2:15pm		
Faculty Masterclass: The Law of Space
		Presented by: Jonathan S. Masur, John P. Wilson Professor of Law, Director of the Wachtell,
Lipton, Rosen & Katz Program in Behavioral Law, Finance and Economics | Bridget Fahey,
Assistant Professor of Law
1:15pm - 2:15pm		Faculty Masterclass: Race and Capitalism
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